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INTRODUCTION 


The rich and tragic drama of the collapse of France in 
the spring of 1940 has inspired a number of people quaK- 
fied by espenence as eye-tvitnesses to write narratives and 
chromdes for which historians will be grateful m the near 
future. Indeed, we may all be grateful now for enhghten- 
ment on the course of the culminating events which, 
emerging suddenly through the murk of censorship, amazed 
most of us more than they should have done. 

I offer this book in no sense in competition widi these 
chronicles, but rather as a dhort historic^ analysis. I be- 
heve that, even so soon after the climax of the collapse, it is 
possible — and urgently necessary — to look at these events 
as part of a histone whole. The tragic events of less than 
a year agoj the crumpling up of resistance before the 
invading armies; the supersession of Generalissimo Gamehn 
by "Weygand, who was more concerned with ''the internal 
foe”, the French people, than with their external enemy; 
the miserable breakdown of the Paul Reynaud Government; 
the transformation of the one-time "hero of Verdun”, the 
aged MarAal Petain, mto the capitulator of Compiegne; 
the abohtion of the French Republic; the substitution for 
JLibe^, Equality, Fraternity” of the slogans of Vichy's 
National Revolution” (Le. Fascist counter-Revolution) ; 
the spirit of collaboration” with their Nazi masters shown 
by the kaleidoscopic government of Vichy — and all the rest 
of miserable tale that is still unfolding, cannot be taken 
by itsdf . It followed closely upon another series of events. 
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upoa the destruction of democracy in France, the sup- 
pression of workmg-class organisations, tiie taking away of 
the rights of the people, the wholesale disenfranchisement 
of constituencies and municipahties, the imprisonment of 
members of the French Parliament and of trade union and 
political party leaders. It followed hard upon the suppres- 
sion of newspapers, the immuring of anti-Fasasts m con- 
centration camps, the fettermg of the Press, and the savage 
censorship of views and opinions. It was a late act m a 
drama which was in progress before the war began. 

If one carries one’s mind back far enough — ^it need not 
be many years — ^to see the logical development of France’s 
transition to Fascism, it will appear not as something 
unexpected, but as a process inevitable — and as terrifying 
— as a Greek tragedy. To express the pomt briefly by an 
illustotion, we must not imagme that a gang of corrupt 
politicians, happemng to be in office, brought France to 
acute disaster; the truth is that the chronic disaster of a 
decaying social system inevitably brought — among other 
misfortunes — a gang of corrupt politicians to France. 

We cannot afford to neglect any lessons or to make any 
mistakes. We cannot even afford to be ignorant. For 
our own future’s sake, we must understand these events, 
lest at some stage we find a section of our rulmg class at- 
tempting to commit the same crimes as came to pass in 
France. 


D. N. Pritt 



CHAPTER I 


THE THIRD REPUBLIC AND THE GROXmi 
OF FRENCH BIPERIALISM 

What was the French Republic^ — The Comniut.c — The Compro- 
vttse Republic — Growth of Colonial Empire — The Entente 
Cordtale — The Triple Alliance — ^W^iir. 

When France collapsed in June 1940 its sudden ruin 
appeared on the surface to be almost inexplicable. The 
consequence of the collapse in the course of the -war was 
soon clear enough, but its causes have not been satisfac- 
torily explained in this country. Indeed our public opuiion 
soon reached the mood of thinking that France had become 
a thing of the past, and that for the time being the less said 
or thought about it the better for one’s peace of mind. 

But although France, as we have thought sve knew 
it, is a thing of the past, the French people have not gone 
out of existence. They have a future, and a future in- 
timately bound up with ours, and neither their future 
nor ours will be attained by a rehance upon or a resusci- 
tation of old ways and old methods. The first step to 
the better future will be such an understanding of the old 
ways, of the causes of the French collapse, as will enable 
the new France of die people to find the path of revolu- 
tionary revival. 

To answer the question “What caused the collapse 
of France^” we must first be clear what was this France 
that collapsed. What was this French Republic that has 
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been repudiated by the men of Vichy-France, the pre- 
sent ruling group of Petam? What -was the rotteimess 
Within It that made possible a collapse so spectacular and 
so sudden? 

To outward seemmg the French Repubhc at the be- 
ginning of the war was firmly based and substantial. It 
was the Third Repubhc of France, and claimed to be in 
the direct line of succession to the Second Repubhc of 
1848 — J1 and to the First Repubhc of the great French 
Revolution a century and a half ago. Its flag was the 
tricolour of the French Revolution, it had the old motto, 
"Liberte, Egalite, Fratenute”, and its national anthem 
was the Marseillaise which had been sung by the people 
and the soldiers of revolutionary France. Its State 
festival held annually on the 14th July commemorated 
the taking of the Bastille, customarily regarded as the be- 
ginning of the French Revolution; each year the 14th 
July in France was as big a date as the 4th July in the 
United States of America, commemorating the Declara- 
tion of Independence. In 1939 this 14th July was cele- 
brated as the Centcinquantenaire — the IJOth anniversary 
of the taking of the Bastille. This was only six weelts 
before the outbreak of war, and in July 1940, one year 
later, foHowmg on a military defeat and an armistice, 
there was no longer a French Repubhc, there was no tri- 
colour flag, the motto had been repudiated, and France 
pohtically as it has been known within the memory of 
alitto st a ll men living had ceased to exist. 

What were the causes of ^s very rapid transfor- 
mation? Of course, military defeats have occurred be- 
fore, but they were seldom so rapid in a war waged on 
this scale; and perhaps never before has a military defeat 
been followed so swiftly by a starthng transformation 
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o£ this kind. Some critics have suggested the answer that 
the fatal weakness lay in the clash between two traditions 
which had persisted in France through the last 150 years 
— the tradition of the French Revolution on the one 
hand and on the other the tradition of those refugees, or 
emigres^ who established themselves at Coblenz under the 
protection of the Prussian armies and from there sought 
to overthrow the Revolution. 

There is a superficial truth in the picture of the two 
traditions, that of revolutionary France and that of 
Coblenz. But it does not go very deep, for it was a 
Minister of the French Republic like Laval, it was soldiers 
of the French Repubhc like Petain and 'W'eygand, far 
more than the small groups of Royahsts who a^ered to 
the traditions of Coblenz, who were immediately respon- 
sible for this change. Indeed, we may say that among 
those responsible were some who clearly derived from the 
other tradition — ^for example, the trade union leader, 
Rene Behn, now a member of the Vichy Govemmenti 
who only a few short weeks before had been closely as- 
sociated on terms of the greatest amity with some of our 
own trade umon leaders Moreover, General de Gaulle, 
who became the head of the organisation of Frenchmen 
in various parts outside the continental territory of 
France, had never been regarded as an extreme democrat 
or upholder of the traditions of the Revolution, but was 
understood, so far as his political views were earlier known, 
to belong to the reactionary wing of Frendi politics 
Therefore ^ simple picture— the tradition of Coblenz 
now virtorious in assodarion with the Prussians — does not 
carry* seardi for trutt xcry far. Wie must go deeper 

esamme more closelr the foundations 
of the Third Republic. 
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The Origin of the French Republic 

The French Repubhc arose from the events of 1870-1 
(the Franco-Prussian War and the Commune of Paris), 
and was based upon the suppression of the Commune. 
The inner drive to the Emperor Lotus Napoleon’s dis- 
astrous war With tlie King dom of Prussia came from the 
difficulty of holdmg down, or at any rate holdmg the alle- 
giance of, the workmg-ckss and the people of France. 
This internal preoccupation which brought the Empire to 
war was at the same tune the hmdrance to its victory. 
The leaders of the Second Empire could not fight their 
external enemy effectively because of their greater fear of 
the internal enemy. 

The war resulted in a complete debacle; the Empire 
collapsed like a pack of cards; the Emperor fled to Eng- 
land, to end his days at Chislehurst, and an Armistice was 
concluded after a few months (against the wish of the 
people of Pans) by a provmcial Government. This 
government, headed by Thiers, "that monstrous gnome”, 
represented the mterests of the rich men of France. But 
the people of Paris, organised m the National Guard — all 
Parisians capable of bearmg arms bemg enrolled — elected 
a Commune Withm a few weeks of Ae Armistice there 
were thus two bodies claiming authority in France, while 
the Prussian soldiers lay in their camps around or near Paris, 
and also occupied large' portions of the whole country. 

The government headed by Thiers, with its seat at Ver- 
sailles, was anxious to conclude a rapid peace with Bismarck 
in order to deal with the armed people of Paris organised 
in their Commune Within a few days of the election of 
the Commune, on the 18 th March 1871, the Parisians were 
confronted with the tlireat of armed repression by the 
Versailles government of Thiers. The people’s task of 
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building up a real Republic and a new type of democracy 
thus had to be undertaken at the same moment as it pre- 
pared for the Civd War that had been thrust upon it. 
That civil war was of brief duration; by the 28th May the 
Commune had been defeated and its supporters treated 
with extraordmary savagery. Nevertheless, m its brief 
life of seventy days it had given an example of a new 
kind of state which has been regarded as a pattern by subse- 
quent generations of revolutionaries, and was celebrated 
at the time m the well-known “Address of the Interna- 
tional Workmg Men’s Association”. This Address, 
written by Karl Marx, and signed, amongst others, by the 
representatives of the English trade umons on the G^eral 
Council of that First International, ended with the words; 

“Working men’s Pans, with its Commune, will be for ever 
celebrated as the glorious harbmger of a new society. Its martyrs 
are enshrined m the great heart of the working-class Its exter- 
imnators, history has already nailed to that eternal pillory from 
which all the prayers of then pnest will not aval to redeem 
them.” 

The Commune is Suppressed 

The Commune, as I have said, was suppressed with 
extraordinary ferocity — or so it seemed to the people of the 
latter half of the nineteenth century, to the generations 
which did not hve to see the greater ferocities of these last 
twenty-five years. No less than 30,000 men, women, and 
children of the working population of Paris were massacred 
in cold blood. The massacre is commemorated in the 
famous Mur des Federes, which many British visitors to 
Paris have visited. The survivors were transported in 
thousands to Devil’s Island' and other parts of French 
Guiana. 
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Monarchists Establish a Bepublic 

After the suppression of the Commune the question of 
the new kind of government and new form of state to be 
estabhshed in France remained' imsettled for a number of 
years. The Chamber which had been elected was re- 
actionary and Monarchist. Yet this Monarchist Chamber, 
which had drowned m blood the Sociahst and democratic 
opposition of the workmg people of the capital, did not set 
up a monarchy. Its members were in a ddpmma. On 
principle opposed to a repubhc, they yet daredi not set up a 
monarchy. And so, as Shakespeare says, “Lettmg 'I dare not’ 
wait upon ‘I would’, like the poor cat i’ the adage”, they 
deferred and postponed a decision for four years. There 
were difficulties also in any attempt to reconcile the con- 
fhctmg claims of the Legitimists, the Orleamsts, and tlie 
Bonapartists. But the greatest i<Mculty lay m the opposi- 
tion of the people of France. The Orleans monarchy of 
1830 had gone down before the Second Repubhc of 1848, 
Je Second Empire of 1852 to 1870 had resulted m the 
disappearance of the Empire and the estabhshment of the 
^mmuM. A monarchy, it was known, might mvolve 
ecade after decade of suppression of popular movements, 
with the raance that suppression might not always be effec- 
me and that the revolution might once again break through. 

ccor^gly m 1875 those who then held power in France 
decided that France should be a republic, and the Chamber 
so voted. But this decision was still regarded by some of 
ite authors as pmely provisional, pendi^ the arrival of a 
better opportumty to estabhsh a monarchy. The Presi- 
cnt of FrancCj Marshal MacMahoa, actively strove to 
prepare e way for a return to monarchical conditions; 
^d, even after he was defeated in this attempt m 1877, the 
Monarchists still continued to regard the Republic as a 
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temporary evil which was becoming more and! more ripe 
for overthrow, and made many attempts to restore the 
monarchy in France. 

A COM3?ROMISE REPtnJLIC 

I have dealt on this at some lengtli because it is essen- 
tial to understand that the Third Repubh'c was in its origin 
and' essence a curious compromise, very different from the 
Republic of the great French Revolution or the Second 
Repubhc of 1 848. This compromise can be best stated by 
saymg that the ruling group of tlie rich men of France 
tned to find a form of state which would give them the 
best chance of remaming powerful and becoming still 
richer, while reducing to the minimum the danger of a 
popular rising. The second consideration forbade the 
establishment of monarchy at the outset, and in succeeding 
years impelled them to concede additional forms that were 
more and more republican The mvisible monarchy of 
Finance renounced the monarchical form and operated 
through republican forms. Whilst a new generation grew 
Up who, knowing nothmg but the Republic, cherished a 
certam loyalty to republican forms, the French Republic 
represented in essence an endeavour to make the mass of 
the people rest content with the shadiow of republican forms 
whilst the substance of power was preserved to the rich 
mmonty. In the Cnmlmdge Modern Htsfory, pubhshed 
m 1910, M. Emile Bourgeois lays stress on the compromise 
nature of the then forty-year-old Republic, balanced un- 
easily between the pressure of the reactionary rich, to whom 
were asamilated the monarchists and! the clericals, and the 
presmre of the workmg-class together with some sections 
of the peasantry and the urban populations. 
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The Constitution of the French Republic 

It IS not easy to give to Englishmen, accustomed to the 
political framework of Great Britain, a brief and clear 
description of the essential political structure of France 
under the French Republic. National Merences alone are 
substantial enough to make mutual comprehension difficult, 
and there are various other differences between these two 
political systems which increase the contiasts. It is perha^ 
sufficient for present purposes to say tihat, while Britain and 
France were both pohtical “democracies”, the French state 
was on the whole more “democratic” than Britain, largely 
because the French legislature, to which the Cabinet was 
responsible, was regularly re-elected at four-year intervals, 
and there was in practice no question of the Premier request- 
ing the President to dissolve it before the end of the four 
years. In Britam, the power of the Government to con- 
front rebellious or free-speakmg Members of Parliament 
with the threat that if the Government is not supported it 
will ask for the dissolution of Parliament, and will thereby 
automatically inflict upon those M.P,’s the heavy cost of an 
election and the risk of losing their seats, greatly increases 
the power of the executive, and thus dimmishes the control 
of the elected legislature. 

Parties in France 

Any modern Constitution, written or unwritten, is of 
course conditioned m practice by the organisation of poli- 
tical parties. The Enghsh-speaking world has built up in 
the course of the last two centuries what is known as the 
Two-Party system, though in point of fact this is often a 
three-party system wherem the Third-Party endeavours to 
. hold the balance or to combine with one or other of the two 
main parries. In France, on the other hand, the tendency 
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was for each mam separate interest to be represented by a 
separate party. Thus there were, at any time durmg this 
century, somethmg up to a dozen separate parties in the 
French Parhament. It is unnecessary (especially now) to 
give a detailed list of those parties, particularly as they 
frequently coalesced' and as members often shifted from 
one to another. In general, however, it would be correct 
to accept a general tripartite grouping of Left Parties, 
Central Parties, and Right Parties. Classed as being to the 
Left of the Chamber but not of it were, up to a few years 
ago, the Communist Party of France, and classed to the 
Right of the Chamber but not of it were the Monarchists 
and latterly the Fascists. The Right parties represented very 
largely financial interests, the Bank of France, the big trusts, 
and the Clericals. The Centre, which corresponded roughly 
to Left Conservatives m Britam, could combme either with 
the Right parties or Left parties to form a government. 
M Poincare was a typical representative of the Right 
Centre Of the Left parties the chief party up to a few 
years ago were the Radical-Socialists, correspondmg to 
Liberals m this country. M. Edouard Hernot and! M. 
Daladier were typical representatives of that party, and so 
also m an Ishmaehte fashion was Georges Ciemenceau The 
Socialist Party of France, itself resulting from a coalition 
of smaller Socialist groups, came mto bemg m the early 
years of the century and was led by Jaures, Marcel Cachin, 
Jules Guesde, Edouard Vaillant and others up till 1914. It 
differed then and differs now from the Enghsh Labour 
Party in its structure, m that it was composed entirely of 
mdividual members; for the tradte unions of France were 
not only not part of the French Sociahst Party but 
were opposed to participation m politics This attitude 
to Parliamentary pohtics was called “symEcahsm”, from 
the French word for trade umon, “syndicat”. 

2 
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It Will be seea later that much o£ this description, as of 
the description of the Constitution itself, is only correct on 
the surface, and that the real attitude and policy of parties 
often differed very much in practice from their theoretical 
positions. 

The DEtHELOPMENT OF Fbench Imperialism 

In my book, Must the War Spread? published in 1940, 
I dealt at some length with the nature of a modern mdus- 
trial state, and I esplamed how it is that real power in such 
a state gradually falls mto the grasp of a very small hand- 
ful of very rich men, masters of finance and industry, who 
own the means of life and death and so control the destinies 
of the workmg people to whom they concede — or from 
whom they withhold — the means of earning a hvelihood. 
Here I need only say that the real nature of a modern in- 
dustrial state is found to be fundamentally the same — not- 
withstandmg all the differences m state forms— whether it 
be m the Umted Kingdom, or the Kmgdom of Italy; in tlie 
republics of France and the United States; m the Germany 
of Hitler, of the Weimar Repubhc, or of the HohenzoUern 
monarchy It was in the last quarter of the mneteenth 
century that France was becoming just such a modern in- 
dustrial state, and' the tendency of such states to develop 
into colonial empires was also demonstrated by France 
after the estabhshment of the Repubhc m 1875. She had 
acquired certain colonial possessions in the Americas in the 
sixteenth to eighteenth centunes, but the only addition to 
French terntory during the early part of the mneteenth 
century was the acquisition of Algiers m the year 1830. In 
the early 'eighties, however, under Jules Ferry, the new Re- 
pubhc seized Tunis with the full acquiescence of die Ger- 
man Chancellor, Bismarck, who reckoned that m this way 
there would be a standing cause of quarrel between the 
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French Republic and the new kingdom of Italy, itself be- 
gmnmg to press towards colonial expansion This was 
followed by the acquisition of the Chinese province of 
Tongkmg and of the former feudatoiT^ empires of Chma, 
Annam and Cambodia These, togetlier mth Cochm 
China and Laos under various mixed forms of government, 
constituted what we may still call French Indo-China, 
though recent events make its future destmy uncertam 

In 1890, the annexation by France of Madagascar, 
which hes off the east coast of Africa, and is along with 
Borneo and New Guinea among the largest of tropical is- 
lands, was confirmed by the acquiescence of Britam (wluch 
for Its part took Zanxibar) and other powers. About the 
same dme m the West of Africa the French possessions on 
the River Niger were expanded mto Dahomey, Timbuktu, 
and Senegal. From West Africa a push was made in the 
late ’mneties across b)'- Lake Chad towards the head waters 
of the Nile, where the French flag was hoisted at Fashoda 
just before Lord Kitchener of Khartoum had ascended the 
Nile to that point. He compelled the French to retire 
from the upper Nile and there were bitter feelings between 
the nch men of France and the rich men of Britam over 
the mcident. The Daily Mail, then recently established, 
threatened to “roll France m blood and mud” 

The Entente Cordiale 

The growing power of Germany, which is dealt with 
later, led m the openmg years of the twentieth century to 
the Anglo-French Entente Cordiale. This entente (the 
Lansdowne-Cambon Agreement of April 8th, 1904) was 
accompamed by important territonal arrangements. France 
resigned all pretension to a control of Egypt and gave up 
certain of her nghts m the Newfoundland fisheries In 
return she was confirmed in her sphere of mfluence in 
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Morocco and in parts of Africa, while in Polynesia certain 
of her claims were conceded, and in the case of New Calc- 
dlonia an Anglo-French condominium was set up (It was 
felt that this condominium would at once diminish local 
canmbahsm and mitigate clashes between the larger canni- 
bal states.) In 1907 the French Republic annexed three 
provinces of Siam, which that state, under its new name of 
Thailand, naturally sought to recover in 1940-1. 

This colomal expansion carried the colonial population 
under the French flag from some six millions in 1876 to 
fifty-six millions m 1899, a figure destined, of course, to be 
further very largely increased as the result of the wai of 
1914-18. By the end of the century the French held the 
second largest colonial empire, four times as large as the 
German and nearly six times as large as the American 

Thus before the war of 1914-18, nearly nine-tenths 
of the colomes belonging to the Great Powers were in cither 
British or French hands By the opening years of the 
twentieth century practically all the “unoccupicdi” 'tciri- 
tones (that is to say, territories not ruled by developed 
governments capable of resisting European forces) had been 
seized and turned into colonics There were also semi-colonial 
•countries such as the Ottoman Empire, China, and Persia, 
•on which longing looks were cast by the great imperialist 
powers. In substance, from 1900 onwards, the partition 
of the colonisable world was sufficiently complete to make 
a rcdivision of territories the only means by which the 
younger imperialist powers could obtain what they consi- 
dered their “fair share”, and such a ledivision could only 
take place by means of surrender or war Accordingly 
the twentieth century, beginning with the South African 
"War of 1899-1902, has already become the period of the 
greatest wars for over a thousand years. 
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The Triple Alliance 

The French Republic, from tlie beginning of its period 
of colonial expansion, had been acutely aware of tiie grow- 
ing power of Germany and of its inability to withstand 
German pressure if it stood alone It sought accordingly 
for alliances In the early ’nmeties an alliance was con- 
cluded between the French Republic and Tsarist Russia. In 
1904 the Anglo-French Entente Cordiale was established, 
M. Delcasse and Edward the Seventh playing a leadmg role 
in Its establishment. In 1904 war broke out betw'een 
Russia and Japan, with the latter of whom Britam had 
already in 1902 concluded a military and naval alliance. 
It was Delcasse’s object to prevent Britain being ranged 
agamst Tsarist Russia, as the Anglo-Japanese alliance made 
more than possible. He was successful m this, and when 
the echoes of the Russo-Japanese War died away axmd the 
tumult of the Russian Revolution of 1905, steps began to 
be taken for the brmging about of friendly relations bet- 
ween Britain and Tsarist Russia. A large loan was raised 
on the French Stock Exchange to enable the Tsar to crush 
the Russian Revolution, and for the same purpose a Russian 
loan was raised on the London Stock Exchange, for the first 
time for very many years 

By 1907 treaties were concluded between the Tsar and 
the British Government, and the grouping of the three 
powers, usually called the Tnple Entente, had come defi- 
nitely mto existence. That France was thus largely put- 
ting herself m pawn to Bntam is clear enough now, but it 
may not have been clear at the time to any but the most 
farseeing. (Similar speculations on the Anglo-American 
friendship are already rife.) 

^ Against whom was this entente directed^ It was 
agamst the Tnple Alhance of the German Empire, the 
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Austro-Hungarian Empire and ttie Kingdom of Italy. 
That It was moving m this direction was already clear by 
the end of 1905. An attempt of the German Government 
to gam a “place in the sun” in Morocco had been remitted 
to the International Conference of Aigeciras, and was there 
frustrated through the whole-hearted advocacy and sup- 
port of France’s case by the representative of Britain. It 
was a diplomatic defeat for Germany. Sir Arthur Nicol- 
son, of the Foreign Office, who was instrumental in bring- 
mg about this defeat, was then sent to St. Petersburg to 
conduct negotiations with the Tsar’s Government. These 
negotiations were successful They entailed arrangements 
about the status of Afghamstan (without the consent of 
its ruler ) and about the spheres of influence in Tibet, and 
were accompanied by the partition of Persia. The French 
Republic gained nothing from the alliance with Tsardom 
and its large loans to Russia, except what it hoped would 
be military security. Indeed, in the matter of colomal 
expansion after the Triple Entente had been concluded, it 
was chiefly occupied with the extension and consolidation 
of Its position in Morocco, which entailed pretty hard 
nghtmg on the part of the Foreign Legion. 

Triple Entente — ^Triple Alliance— War 

j long-expected war between tbc Triple Entente 
and the Triple Alliance nearly broke out in 1911 at the 
Umc of the Agadir incident In July of that year the 
German gunboat V anther was sent to the Moroccan port 
of Agadir. Enormous tension resulted; for three months 
Eumpe was on the briidt of war; the British Navy was 
mobilised; the railways in the south were guarded by 
soldiers. At length in the late autumn an accommodation 
was reached; the Germans withdrew from Morocco, re- 
ceiving territorial compensations from France m Equ.itorinl 
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Afnca. 

Once the agreement was reached, Italy, having pre- 
viously concluded a secret treatj' (the Treaty of Coccenigi) 
to which the Tsar was a partj^ launched its attack on the 
Turkish provinces of Tripoh and Cyrenaica, now together 
called Libya. It was at once the beginnmg of a new 
partitioning of the Ottoman Empire, and an indication 
that the Entente were prepared to allow Italy a free hand 
in return for favours to come. 

Meantime, however, the Triple Alhance had been es- 
pandmg. The Hapsburg Monarchy, with the consent 
and backing of Germany, had annexed m 1908 the Turkish 
provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina, which had been 
under its administration smce 1878 This bore hard upon 
Serbia, which looked to Tsarist Russia for protection. The 
clash between the two groupmgs of European Powers 
arose in the end not from Morocco, as mi^t have been 
earher expected, but from the Balkans Moreover, the 
attention of the German finanaers and capitalists who had 
been baulked m Morocco was mcreasingly directed to- 
wards the Balkans and Asia Mmor, crystallising in the 
project of the Berlm-Baghdad Railway. 

The centre of gravity in the European quarrel had 
thus shifted largely to the conflicting interests of Bntain 
and Germany m the Middle East, to their naval rivalry and 
struggle for commeraal markets. Once, however, the 
trouble began m the Balkans with the shooting of the 
Archduke Ferdmand, the cham of alhances mvolved France, 
which found itself at war with Germany on the 1st August 
1914. 



CHAPTER n 

THE PERIOD AFTER 1918 

Nmu Bnlawe of Poivo — ^Fiance’s efforts to domnate Evwpe — ■ 
Her weaknesses — The 200 Faimltes — The World Economic 
Crisis 

The French were nearly defeated in the war of l?!^- 
18 5 but in the end they andi their Alhes came out as victors. 
The British claimed that their naval blockade was the cause 
of Germany’s defeat The Americans claimed the palm for 
their assistance m men, matenals, and! money. The real 
head of the German armies, General Ludendoiff, in his 
analysis gives no credit to either of them, but blames the 
effect of the spread of Bolshevism m the German armies 
and civilian population. The French Press claimed that 
It was the French and Alhed arms under tlic French 
Generalissimo, Marshal Foch, and tlieir Premier, Georges 
Clemenceau (“Pere-la-Victoire") which broke the German 
resistance 

But, whatever its real cause, the victory itself seemed 
•—oh* cruel illusion! — complete, crushing, and final, and 
tlie rulmg class of France was determmed to enjoy the full 
fruits of it. It brought to France an expansion of tern- 
tones and spheres of influence Not only were Alsace and 
Lorraine recovered after fifty years’ alienation, not only 
were the West African colonies of Germany divided be- 
tween the United Kingdom and France, but tlic fertile 
region of Syria was carved out of the Ottoman Empire 
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The New Balance of Power 

In addition the pohtical structuije and balance of 
power in Europe was altered to the advantage of France. 
The Austro-Hungarian monarchy was dismembered. The 
great Hapsburg dominions, with a population of over fifty 
milhons, were paicelled up into an Austrian Repubbc 
stretching fiom Vienna westwards to the Alps, a Hungary 
(under a regent) restricted to a small poition of the old 
Hungarian Kmgdom, a new state of Czechoslovakia com- 
prising the old provinces of Bohemia, Moravia, Slovakia, 
and m the east Ruthenia, and portions of the new states of 
Poland and Yugoslavia, some territories also went to 
Rumania 

Germany, m addition to Alsace-Lorraine, lost valu- 
able industrial mining territory to Poland, and was sepa- 
rated mto two parts by the Polish Corridor running to the 
new Free City of Danzig, whilst Scfaleswig-Holstem was 
handed back to Denmark, and the district of Eupen- 
Malmedy was given to Belgium, the Saar too was lost for 
some years Similarly, large territories were taken away 
vfrom what had once been the dominions of the Tsar, 
Bessarabia was seized by Rumania, and West Ukraine and' 
Western Byelorussia by Poland, whilst new states — ^Lithua- 
nia, Latvia, Esthoma, Fmland — ^were carved out in the Baltic. 
At the time of the Treaty of Versailles, still larger portions 
in the Caucasus, Middle Asia, Archangel, and m the Far East 
were in the hands of the Allies or under their control, and 
hopes were entertamed of still more extensive partitions. 
Central and Eastern Europe hadi thus to a laree extent been 
“balkamsed”. 

All this appeared to the French ruling class to be 
gieatly to their advantage Instead of the Concert of 
Europe there were now left as Great Powers, besides France, 
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only Britain and Italy. The latter was only a great power 
in appcaiance, its ambitions had been baulked at Yeisailles, 
and the French Government felt no need to consult its 
interests In contmental Europe there seemedl every chance 
that the French Republic would be supieme, disposmg of 
the destimes of its client states and of its foimei enemies. 
But It had one anxiety, its population was a stationary forty 
millions while Geimany alieady numbered sixty-five. 
Security for the futuie, m a military sense, was theiefore 
essential, given this, a losy prospect of exploitation seemed 
to open up. 

The Search for Securitv 

How was security to be achieved^ Like most ruling 
gioups, the French were of course unable to calculate in 
any terms save those of force and counter-force, which 
aic bound to betray one side and quite likely to betrjiy 
both. The policy of force put forward by Marshal Foch 
was to make France’s effective frontier the Rliine and to 
hold the left bank of that river, by creating thcic a buffer 
state mainly under French control To tlus the Allies 
would not agree, and Clemenceau had to accept the less 
ambitious policy of force represented by the occupation 
of the Rhme bridgeheads, the demilitarisation of the Rhine- 
land, the fifteen years’ occupation of tlie Saar, and other 
similar measures laid down in the Treaty of Versailles, plus 
a guarantee for ever of French “security” by the force of 
the U.S A. and the United Kingdom. But when President 
Wilson returned home, the guarantee was repudiated by the 
USA, whereupon the British Government pomted out 
that the failure of the U.SA. to implement the guarantee 
automatically released it from its obligations The French 
Government, deprived of this guarantee, naturally turned 
to relying all the more on the force represented by its 
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system of alliances with the lesser powers, with Belgium 
to the west of Germany, with Poland to the east, and in 
the south with the Little Entente consistmg of Cxechoslo- 
vakia, Rumania, and Yugoslavia. It supphed these its 
lesser alhes with munitions and loans, and sought to make 
of them at once a market for exploitation and a bulwark 
agamst the resuscitation of Germany. 

Lastly, France regarded the League of Nations as con- 
stituted in 1919 not as a new framework for the mam- 
tenance of peace, but as an element of force which she 
with her client states and Britain with its client states could 
control and use; that body in its earlier days was indeed 
little more than an mstrument of the Supreme Allied 
Council, 


France Seeks to Dominate 

The policy of the victors of Versailles m those days 
was of course not only to hold down and exploit their 
beaten rival Germany, but also to enaicle and if possible 
to strangle the new Soviet Socialist Repubhc In this 
balkanised” Europe, with these two objectives, the ruling 
class of France set themselves to play the leading role. 

The most striking example of French efforts to domi- 
nate was the invasion of the Ruhr by the French Army 
m January 1923. Germany havmg defaulted on repara- 
tion payments, the French Government, under Raymond 
Pomcare as Premier, dtecided to seize the rich industrial 
valley of the Ruhr. The German Government had as yet 
no possibility of raihtary resistance, but it tried every 
other meam, mcludmg general strikes A catastrophic fall 
to the value of the Mark took place and Germany was 
brought to the brmk of social revolution. The Franc was 
5 the sj^ctre of Commumsm began to stalk the 
t^eland and Europe as a whole American and Bntish 
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banking capital, hostile to any attempt of the French Re- 
public to secure European hegemony, profoundly alarmed 
by the danger of revolution in Germany, and preferring 
to risk the revived imperialist rivalry of a German capitalism, 
helped to its feet by themselves, mtervened to bring about 
the restoration of “normal” capitalism in Europe. The 
scheme for reparations called the Dawes Plan was elaborated, 
the French capitalists accepted it willy-nilly, and in 1924 
the troops were withdrawn. 

Rivalries in Europe 


The French blamed the British and American bankers 
and monopolists for this defeat They had some justifica- 
tion, for it IS plain that the French policies, once they 
looked like givmg France domination in continental Europe, 
were looked upon with disfavour by Britain, which had 
Its own "balance of power” pohey, and by America, whose 
normal aloofness from the affairs of Europe could always 
be overcome by any peril of revolutionary developments, 
ilnmii^ which at the begmmng had a common concern 
with France m crushing Germany and attempting to 
Wrangle the infant Soviet republic, was not prepared to sec 
France become the leadmg power in Europe She thought, 
naturally enough, that it was better for her to hold this 
position herself, she had worked to maintain it through a 
itongle of conferences and treaties, such as the Locarno 
Ircaties, an early form of the long-projected Four-Power 
1 act She was therefore willing to lend a hand to Germany 
against the interests of France, m order to subordinate 
them both to British interests A four-power pact would 
give, her the opportunity, as leading the quadrilateral, to 
eal with the U S S.R on the one hand and the U S A. on 
t c Other, and Frances bid for a Icadme role in Europe 
hindered these plans 
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The U.S.A. on the other hand was not likely to take 
steps against France which would yield Britain die primacy 
in Western Europe, on many occasions — such as die 
Washmgton Treaties of 1922 and die assessment of State 
debts — the U S.A tipped the scales against Britain But 
at the same time her old friendship with France, based on 
the memory of Lafayette and the American Revolution, 
did not lead her to tolerate French interference with her 
major interests, and on more than one occasion — such as 
the Dawes Plan and the Hoover Moratorium — ^shc was 
willmg t;o work against France in her own interests pro- 
vided' she did not thereby tip the scales too far in favour of 
Britain. 

The Unsound Basis of French Imperialism 

It IS thus easy to see that Bntish and American finan- 
aers and monopolists were wiUing to foil the schemes of 
France; but it is important to understand why they were 
able to do so Pohtics depends on power, and an examma- 
tion of the basis of French Imperialism will show where its 
power failed. 

The weakness of France was inherent m its capitalist 
Structure. To maintain one’s place as a great imperialist 
power required more than a mere military victory brought 
about by a favourable conjunction of circumstances and 
alhances As early as 1920, when France was still cock- 
a-hoop with victory, a British observer, writing in the 
Labour Research Department’s monthly circular, pomted 
out that there were only five possible centres of world 
power m the twentieth century, namely, America, domi- 
nated by the United States, the British Empire; Central 
Europe dominated by Germany, Russia; and the Far East. 
'And as the years went on this became more and more clear. 

With the transformation in Russia there were left only 
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four great capitalist centies. France could not constitute 
one of these, it had not that advanced technique, essential 
to full unpenalist development, which was die mark of 
defeated Germany as well as of Britain and America; its 
heavy industries were not so highly developed as theirs; its 
resouices were in every way more restricted; and the French 
Empiie could not compare as a field of exploitation widi the 
rich possessions of Britain. 

Above all, die degree of concentiation of capital was 
far inferior in France to that of Germany. A few figures 
Will make this clear In the last twenty-five years of the 
nineteenth century, and m the twentieth, the rate of deve- 
lopment of productive power m France was slower than in 
the United States or Germany, who were pulling up very 
rapidly (It was slower m Britam, too, but she had previ- 
ously been so far ahead of every other state in production 
and trade that she could afford to see her rivals make a 
spurt Without any feai of ceasmg to be the gieatest world 
power). But France was m a different position, and die 
increase of Germany and America left France not only re- 
latively but absolutely falling behind in the race. If we 
take die sixteen years from 1897 to 1913 die development 
of mdustrial production increased in Britain by only a little 
over a third, and m France by 58.7 per cent; but in Ger- 
many the increase was almost 80 per cent, and m America 
was 100 per cent Later in this chapter I give some further 
figures that show the disadvantageous position of France in 
production and economics. It is on diesc considerations 
that the strength of a modern mdustrial state depends; 
and, even though the actual production of Germany fell m 
die years following Versailles, its capacity to regain the 
position of a primary imperialist power remained unim- 
paired and always superior to that of France. It was thus 
not possible for France, organised on a c.apitalist b.nsis, to 
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play a fully independent role amongst the gieat powers. 
France and Germany Contrasted 

The relative posioon of France can best be seen by 
taking a comparison with Germany- The industrial pro- 
duction of Germany between the years 1860-80 increased 
by 78 per cent, that of France by 65 per cent; between 
1890 and 1913 Germany mcreased by 148 per cent, France 
by 79 per cent; between 1913 and 1929 Germany had 
dropped right away down to an increase of 13 per cent, 
due to the speaal conditions imposed upon it, hut France, 
whose position might have been expected to improve as 
fully as that of Germany was impaired, only mcreased by 
38 percent. 

It IS worth while to take in more detail the relative 
position of the two countries in 1913 and 1929. The 
most important factor, that of the labour force, can be 
judged from the difference in population Germany had, 
in 1913, 67 milhon inhabitants against nearly 40 mdhons 
in the case of France. By 1929 the population of Germany, 
only slightly reduced, stood at 64 milhons, and that of 
France had only increased to 41 millions, if we go on to 
1936 we find relatively htde change from this position 
The output in steel m 1913 was, m Germany 19 million 
tons, in France under 5 million tons, in 1929 Germany, 
with the loss of Alsace-Lorraine, had fallen to 16 2 milhon 
tons, France, with that gam, had risen to 9 7 milhon tons. 
In 1936, however, Germany had risen again to 19 2 milhon 
tons, while France had fallen back to 6 2 milhon tons 
, The export of manufactured goods from Germany m 
1913, reckoned) m terms of American currency, was 
, $1,610,000,000, whilst French exports were only one-tenth 

’ of that figure. In the favourable year of 1929, France’s 
. exports of manufactured goods had risen to $ 1,23 0,000,000, 
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but Germany had increased to $2,340,000,000. By 1936, 
Germany had fallen to $1,440,000,000, but France had 
dropped down to $310,000,000. 

France’s Strength Her Weakness 

With all these disadvantages, what were the lesources 
which enabled French Imperialism to attempt to play so big 
a role’ The answer lies in the field of Finance. Fiance 
became m essence a modern money-lending state lather 
than a modern indusuial state. All the savmgs of the 
French population, especially the peasantry, were re- 
invested by the banks and big financial houses in State loans 
granted either to military alhes like Tsarist Russia oi to 
lesser client states. If we take the distribution of foreign 
investments we find' that about 1930 Fiance invested some 
1 J per cent of her national wealth abroad as compared witli 
only 4 per cent invested abroad by the U S A. The per- 
centage invested by Britain was larger still (18 per cent), 
but m her case this was offset by her enormous trade and 
Empire resources, and was not "foreign” investment in the 
same sense. France was in this i aspect the most top-heavy 
of the great powers. She had become a ''rentier”" state, 
living by State usury. 

This in turn had a big effect on the internal struc- 
ture of French capitahst economy The Bank of France 
and the "Two hundred Families” who controlled it play- 
ed a disproportionately large part in French economy 
These m^o hundred famdies, of whom so much has been 
heard in the last seven years, are often described — correctly 
enough — as the real rulers of France 


♦A rentici is one is ho lives on imcstcd 


money 
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The "Tvo Hundred Families” 

Let m examine who and what these two hundred 
famihes are They make up the Conseil General of tihe 
Bank of France, composed by the Edict of Napoleon 
Buonaparte of the two hundred largest shareholders of 
the Bank, who alone out of the 40,000 shareholders have 
the right to elect the Regents of the Bank These Regents, 
apart from the three Treasury officials concerned with the 
issue department, are chosen as to six of their number from 
industry and commerce and as to the other six from finance 
and banking. 

These twelve gentlemen alone hold one hundred and 
fifty directorates in industry and bankmg, and by this 
species of group marriage of finance and industry they 
constitute, so to speak, the “family council” of the finance 
oligarchy of France, Their one htmdred and fifty directo- 
rates are held in nearly one hundred compames Of these, 
thirty-one are private banks and eight are insurance com- 
pames. Those m mdusl^ are made up of twelve chemical 
undertakings, eight mining companies, and seven iron and 
steel concerns Their transport directorates are made up 
of nme railway compames and eight shippmg companies. 

^ Besidw tte Bank of France Acre are two famous 
business banks, la Banqiie de Pans et des Pays-Bas and la 
Banque del VmmPamienne, and four great credit banks 
which gather all the savmgs of small mvestors— -fe Credit 
^miims, La Soaete Geiiprale, le Oedit Indiistml et 
Commemal, and le Compioir D^Bscompte. These in turn 
have their mterlockmg directorates and also control not 

less two-fifths of d» capital of the msoiante com- 
pames 

On the industrial side of the finance-oUgaichy the 
best known groupmg is the Comite des Forges— the Iron- 
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masters’ Association — ^which owned Le Temps and on 
various occasions appears to have been able to bribe or 
control the majority of French papers and many of the 
journahsts Similar gtoupings existed in other mdustries 
and the more "trustified” the industries the more powerful 
the groupmg. 

It can be readily understood that, if a dozen alone of 
the great families hold this key position in the Bank of 
France and in heavy mdustry and transport, the whole 
two hundred famihes hold practically all French mdustry, 
finance, and commerce m their giip. They are the real 
rulers of France. Their power over the government of 
France, and their ability to overthrow it if it resisted their 
dictates, have been a commonplace of French pohtics for 
the last twenty years and more. 

They arrange or disarrange loans; they create or allay 
panics on the stock exchange; they can brmg down the 
price of Government securities; they can “monkey” with 
the fianc. 

Finance as Master 

History has shown that these real rulers of France- 
were prepared to run any risks to the national interests or 
national economy rather than let a little of their privileges 
be touched. In the "democratic and peaceable” period 
which seemed to be ushered m when the echoes of the last 
war had died away, each mildly "Left-Wing” government 
had cither to bow to the behests of the Bank of France or 
be broken by it For example, m 1924, there was a Left- 
Wing swing In the elections, and Edouaid Hcrriot became 
Premier of France Great hopes were entertained of his 
Mmistry, coincidmg as it did with that of the first Labour 
Government in England; but it lasted only ten months and 
was brought down by the Bank of France and the tv/o 
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hundred famihes. Then the Right-Wing Radical, Caillaux, 
was not suffiaently subservient, and he in his turn was 
brought down He was succeeded by the Radical Pain- 
leve, who had to resign within a month. By the end of 
1925, in bringmg down the governments of Fiance, the 
finanaers brought down the franc to 130 to the pound. 
The regimes of Raoul Perec, of Caillaux, once more Finance 
Munster, of Briand, were successively overthrown by die 
same power. Herriot retired and the Bank dehvered its 
great assault and brought down the franc to 240 to the 
pound By organismg a pamc, it at last got the man it 
wanted, Raymond Pomcare, a reactionary Centrist, who 
governed with the help of the Bank of France against the 
majority of the French Chamber for a period of two years. 

This strategy, as will be seen, was repeated m the later 
and more critical period which is the mam subject of this 
book, for both from 1929 onwards and from 1934 on- 
wards the real rulers of France were the two hundred 
famihes. 

CORRUPnON 

One result of the existence of this large rentier class, 
and mdeed of France as a rentier state, was a profound 
parasitism which was reflected m a remarkable growth of 
corruption m the ruhng class France had no monopoly 
of corruption, but it was perhaps more widespread there 
and certainly more dramatic and shameless The "inter- 
war” years of 1919-39 were punctuated by a senes of great 
finanaal scandals — ^Hanaud', Oustnc, and finally Stavisky, 
which last scandal is dealt with m some detail m Chapter IV 

The ■\S7'orld Economic Crisis 

world econonuc crisis of 
1929 onwards had a devastatmg effect. This was a crisis 
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of so-called “over-production”. Such crises had occurred 
m modern md'ustrial states from the begmnmg of the nine- 
teenth century and to some extent even earher. Looked 
at broadly, the first crisis can be regarded as starting in 
1825 and thereafter they recurred decade by decade at 
more or less regular mtervals, at first of ten to twelve years, 
and later with a shortened rhythm, for this reason they 
were called recurrent, periodic, or cychcal crises. The 
mam symptom of the crises was that the capitalists who 
owned the means of production were unable to sell their 
goods, because the market was overstocked. This did not 
mean that everyone in Britain, Germany, or France had a 
sufficiency of food, clothmg, shelter and of all the other 
thmgs that money can buy, but that they had not the 
money wherewith to buy them. The expanding powers 
(rf production came up against this shrinkmg market — a 
shrmkage arising from the poverty of the mass of the 
people. The effects of these cychcal crises are so well 
known as to need no more than the briefest description. 
The capitahsts cannot sell their goods, they stop produc- 
tion, the factories go on to short time and finally close 
down, thousands, ^en scores of thousands, and finally 
nulhons are thrown out of employment, bankruptcies pile 
up one after another, the smaller capitalists are ruined 
and the mass of the people are plunged mto still deeper 
poverty. The warehouses are filled to overflowing with 
goods that no one will buy. Prices come down with a 
rush, and then gradually, on the basis of lower prices and 
intenser exploitation of the labour forces, the machinery 
of production starts once more, increasing in speed and 
leading directly to the next crisis. 

The Illusion or STABiLtry 

In the twentieth century there was a crisis in the 
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opening year, another in 1907, and yet another, it is now 
generally agreed, was due when the war of 1914-18 broke 
out. An immediate post-war crisis occurred m 1921-2 
from which, however, the main capitahst states recovered 
speedily, with the exception of Bntain. The speedy re- 
covery m America and elsewhere led to the optimistic 
belief that crises had been ehnunated for tlie future. This 
optimism, which predicted uninterrupted prosperity, was 
Widespread m Europe, not only among the capitalists diem- 
selves, but in the Labour and Socialist parties. Mr. Ramsay 
MacDonald m particular, leader of the British Labour 
Party, held out a prospect of unmterrupted capitalist well- 
being in the course of which Sociahsm would be mtroduced 
by mstalment after instalment, as it were, on the hire- 
purchase system The war of 1914-18 was to have been 
the last of all wars, and the crisis of 1921 the last of all 
crises ‘'Peace and prosperity” was the firm assumption. 
The predictions of various Soviet leaders, and m particular 
of Stahn m 1928, that a new crisis was imminent, and 
would lead to an imperiahst war, were regarded as mere 
gloomy forebodmgs, the product of Qimmunist malice. 

The Illusion Vanishes 

When the 1929 cnsis came it proved to be the longest, 
deepest, and widest ever known It began m Amenca in 
the autumn of that year, and spread within a few months 
to most other cou^ies By the early sprmg of 1930 
Britam was affected, by 1932 our unemployment figure 
had men to 3}4 millions. World unemployment in that 
year has been estimated as high as JO millions. Produc- 
tion went down to one-half of what it had been, and woild 
teade shrank to one-third of its previous proportions 
^itish Tory propagandists, with their usual brazen lack 
of scruple, told the British pubhc that the crisis had been 
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biought about by the Labour Party, just as they now 
(with the eager help of that very Labour Party) blame the 
^mmumst Party for everything. The pohtical results 
were of course terrible, and included a whole seiies of wars, 
beginning with the invasion by Japan of Manchuria and 
leadmg to this present war. ITie only country unaffected 
by the crisis (save in some small repercussions on its foreign 
trade) was the Socialist soaety of the Soviet Union. 

For a time it appeared that France would also be un- 
affected. In 1929-30 and to some extent in 1931, when 
the full ravages of the crisis were seen m the other modern 
mdustrial states, French economy appeared relatively im- 
mune. This was, however, a sign not of strength, but 
rather of the weakness of the rentier state. Not reahsmg 
their own essential weakness, and thmkmg that they were 
immune from crisis, the large-scale money-lenders of Pans 
thought they had at last achieved tire domination of 
Europe and began to lay down the law to the Contment, 
Relying on the great stocks of bulhon in the vaults of the 
Bank of France, they apparently believed that at last they 
had attained full and lastmg supremacy ovei dieir rivals; 
the British mterests seekmg accommodation in Pans were 
treated with disdain, a heavy price was exacted for each 
measure of assistance conceded, and a reckless attitude 
exliibited towards the rest of Europe. They were, even 
more than the American financiers, the chief external 
cause of the fall in value of the pound steiling. But m a 
few months they reahsed that pound and franc were "like 
Wo spent swimmers that do choke their art”; that the 
franc was in the clutch of die drownmg pound; and diat 
tli^ had themselves hastened the extension of economic 
and financial crisis to France. 
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The Crisis Hits France 

When at the end of 1931 the crisis did be^ to show 
itself in France, its effect was all lie greater, and tie re- 
covery of French economy was slower than in the case of 
several other countnes. There was widespread unemploy- 
ment, and the opportumty was immeiately taken to 
reduce the wages of tie workers in the factories. At the 
same time the fall m prices affected the whole peasant eco- 
nomy of France m a disastrous fashion Pohtically the 
effects were a certam polarisation of interests. The workers 
and the peasants began to seek a way out of their difSculties 
by a decided swing to the Left in the elections of 1932, 
and tie ruling circles, in their efforts to organise and gal- 
vanise their decaying system, began to move towards 
Fascism. 

It is with this rise of Fascism in France that I shall deal 
in the next chapter. It showed itself both in internal 
affairs and in foreign pohcy. It was aieady developing 
before 1933, when the Fascists came to power in Germany, 
and It contmued to develop thereafter with greater speed 
and led to what can only be descnbed as an extremely sharp 
stage of class struggle 

The details both of tie incidence of unemployment 
and falling wages and of the fall in production are sensa- 
tional T akin g first the labour position, the total number 
of wage earners in France has been estimated at between 
13 million and 14 million Of these 1,500,000 are clerical 
workers, domestic servants, and others who would fall out- 
side the range of insured persons in Britam, at any rate 
at the beg inning of the present war. Other statistics give 
a total of 11 million employed workers, excludmg these 
special categories, and out of this 11 million some 6 milhon 
are factory workers How were these affected by the 
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World Economic Crisis’ It is not easy to determine the 
exact figures of unemployment in France, for only a part 
of the unemployed are registered. Nevertheless, the fact 
that the number of registered unemployed rose_ from 
150,000 to 500,000 between 1931 and 1935 is an indica- 
tion of over a three-fold' mcrease. If we guess that the 
total number of unemployed is thrice the official figures, 
It would mean that unemployment rose from under 500,000 
to 1,500,000. If, on the other hand, we make the very 
conservative estimate that the number of unemployed is 
only twice the official figure, the total would still have 
risen to one million, probably the true figure hes some- 
where between one railhon and 1,500,000. 

This corresponds to the British unemployment increase 
during the period of the world Economic Crisis. But 
wholetime unemployment was not the only mdustrial evil 
m France In the textile industry, in the building trade, 
and in the mines there was extensive short-time working, 
involving sometimes nearly half of the total employed in 
these mdustries. 

The Attack on Wages 

The employers took advantage of this situation to 
reduce wages. Accordmg to the StatisUque Generate de ta 
France, France suffered wage cuts from 1930 to 1934 of 
llYz per cent for weavers, 9 per cent for bricklayers, and 
5 per cent for other trades. In the Paris region the wage 
cut for engineers reached in these four years between 5 per 
cent and 7 per cent, coalminers’ wages went down about 
12 per cent on the average, and agricultural workers lost m 
general 10 per cent by wage cuts, and in some of the wine- 
growing districts 15 per cent to 20 per cent In one group 
of factories, the total of wages declined from 8<»,000 million 
francs in 1930 to 71,500 million francs in 1933, a fall of 
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17 per cent. 

So much for the official statistics. In tlie economic 
journal, Revite d’Ecoiiovuc Pohftque, the total fall of in- 
come of wage earners between 1930 and 1934 is estimated 
at 24 per cent. In the case of wage earners in industry and 
trade, the estimate goes up to over 30 pei cent. 

This cut of a quarter to nearly a third in money wages 
was not offset by any corresponding reduction in prices, 
which fell only by between 11 per cent and 17 per cent. 

Taken altogether, the cut m wages, the short time, 
unemployment, and the miserable unemployment benefit 
of seven to ten francs per day for a single man, and twenty 
francs per day for a household of three children, laid a 
ternble burden on the working-class. 

Fall in Production 

The fall m production in France is best shown by 
taking the figures of some half-dozen of the main indus- 
tnes. If one takes 1913 as dw basic year and reckons it 
at 100, then French production had nsen by 1928 to 130, 
and by 1929 to 140. In the next year it fell bach to 130; 
then die real drop began. In 193 1 it had fallen to between 
105-110. Iron and steel, engmeenng and buildmg had 
fallen to 90 by 1932, m 1933 stood at 92, and by 1934 had 
fallen to 85. Mimng, textiles, leather, automobiles, and 
rubber taken together had fallen to 100 by 1932, had risen 
in 1933 to 110, and m 1934 had abruptlj'’ dropped to 90. 

The number of bankruptcies increased from 13,764 
m 1933 to 15,052 m 1934, an mcrease of over 9 per cent 

Textiles give a more detailed picture. French woollen 
exports fell from 1,679 million francs m 1929 to 215 
milhon francs m 1934; there was, of course, a fall in pnees, 
but even if we take the picture in quantities, these dropped 
from 198,000 metric quintals in 1929 to 40,000 in 1934. 
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Expoit trade m wool had shrunk to a httle over a fifth in 
six years. 

The silk industry showed a rapid decline. It fell fiom 
74 per cent of the pre-1914 level in 1930 to 60 per cent in 
1931, and' to 31 per cent in 1932. Fiom this year it rose 
to 41 per cent in 1933 and 44 per cent in 1934. 

A ciisis of this depth and mahgnance, it is now easy to 
see, made it impossible for an industrial country to retain 
its pohtical structure unimpaired. It was bound either to 
swing towards popular power or to react towards Fascism. 
In the next chapter we shall see how Fasasm began to 
develop. 



CHAPTER ra 


THE TREND TO FASCISM 

The tme -nature of Fasasv: — The soaal anJ tudusMal sirucfvre 
of France — Democracy loses grotasd — Fasetst organisations 
spring up. 

Up to a fetv years ago there was a tendenc}^ m British 
pohtical circles to regard Fascism as something which could 
occur m Germany or Italy but had no chance of growth 
in Bntain or France; those who held this view have done, 
often innocently enough, a great deal of harm Smee this 
vrar began and for nine months thereafter, they sdl shut 
their eyes to the existence of Fascism in France and were 
wdlmg to provide almost any other explanation of events 
so long as they could still beheve that Fascism was limited 
to Germany, Italy, and a few smaller countries But it 
should be dearly realised that Fascism is not the work of a 
particular gangster or a group of gangsters, still less a pro- 
chvity displayed by certam races or nationahties It is 
somethmg which arises out of the verj- nature of tlie 
modern mdustnal state, once that state has reached a cer- 
t^ stage of crisis In the last twent)'- years or more, all 
the modern states organised on the capitalist basis have been 
in a condition of cnsis to some extent, and most of them 
passed, as explained m the preceding chapter, into a greater 
uegree of crisis in 1929, crisis so acute indeed that milhons 
of hitherto complacent people had to realise that a society 
in which to take the 3 'car 1932 — one man in four was 
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unemployed, and in particular industries one man in two, 
was a society m decay. Vhat became apparent to so many 
then had already been true, as I said above, for about 
twenty years or more. 

How Fascism Grows 

"Why does Fasasm grow m a society in decay? It is 
because such a soaety is faced with only two alternatives, 
either to go forward to a Socialist state, or to attempt to 
preserve the crisis-ndden and decaying society, as it were, 
m pickle To one or other of these courses it must turn, 
smce It IS impossible m such a period of decay to retain the 
existmg forms of political democracy and Ae measure of 
freedom of speech and agitation that Britam still possessed, 
say, before Ae outbreak of the present war; for die in- 
creasuig hardships and insecurities of the mass of the people, 
due to the crisis, would under such a regime lead to a 
successful movement to get nd of the ruling class and 
their system and! set up a Sociahst state The ruling class 
is thus driven sooner or later to Fascism as the only form 
of capitalist organisation through which it can both sup- 
press popular movements and organise a more or less 
static economy under which even m decay its own power 
may be maintamed for a time. 

As Fascism is thus the inevitable form of Capitahsm 
in decay, "inevitable” only m the sense that it provides 
the one salvation for Capitahsm, and not of course that 
Its onset could not be successfully resisted by the working- 
class and the mass of the people. The action of Fascism 
is to suppress that possible resistance, to suppress that 
struggle of the worlung-class agabst its oppressors. At 
the same time it restricts production and holds up technic.d 
development. Thirdly it works towards self-suflScicncy, 
"autarchy”, which inter alia serves the ruling class in its 
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preparation for war, to wliich it is bound to resort sooner 
or later, for Fascism not only does not eliminate the eco- 
nomic stresses that lead to war, but actually intensifies 
them 

There is occasionally m the Press of the English- 
speaking countries a tendency to regard Fascism as some 
entirely new stage of society, something that is no longer 
capitalist. This standpomt, which has also appeared 
amongst Labour writers, is very well met m Mr. J. 
Kuczynski’s pamphlet Gemanys Ecoiiomtc Position, when 
he says. 

“Fascism is a certain form of government which the mhng 
class uses under certam histoncal circumstances in the stage of 
monopoly capitalism or impenahsm It is no stage m the 
history of capitalism; it is no sub-stage or phase m the history of 
impenahsm or monopoly capitalism, it is an episode If, on the 
one hand, the ruling class sees no other way out of its difficulties, 
and if, on the other hand, the working class and the other groups 
belongmg to the masses of the people are strong enough to 
endanger the position of capitahsm, and yet if they are disumted, 
and thus too weak to stop capitalism takmg this last way out, 
then finance-capitahsm becomes Fascist Then the strongest 
group withm the rulmg class succeeds m foremg the other 
finance-capitahst group to see that only possibihty for them 
to keep in power is to give up part of their advantages, to 
undergo certam restnctions and to follow the lead of the heavy, 
the armament industries These advantages which the other 
finance groups have to give up go to the armament industries, 
to me most reactionary Chauvinistic and most impenahst group 
withm finance-capital The only forces, however, which can 
dislodge Ae armament mdustnes from their position agam are 
not a united group of other finance-capitalists They have lost 
^ ever their role as rulers or co-rulers of a capitahst soaety 
The only forces capable of overthrowing Fascism are the umted 
masses of the people* the wage earners and the white collar 
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workers, the pe?sants and the intelligentsia, the small shop- 
keqiers and the craftsmen, members the hberal professions 
and the small State officials, the soldiers and the lower clergy, 
the Social-Democrats and the Cathohcs, the Communists and 
the Confessional Protestants/' 

Fascism Gvudws in France 

Capitalist decay is to be found, as has been explained 
above, in each of the modern mdustrial states, and each 
of liem IS thus more or less ripe for the development to 
Fascism accordmg to the extent of its decay, '^en one 
studies the conditions m France which made it possible 
for Fascism to develop there, one must not be deceived by 
the superficial view that France was a pure Democracy and 
that Its very social composition provided a firm basis for 
democratic resistance to the growth of Fascism. Actually the 
social basis of France is overwhelmingly petit bourgeois', 
the peasantry amounts to over a third of the population, 
a striking contrast to Britain, where the total agricultural 
population, landlords, farmers, and agricultural labourers 
together with a handful of peasants hardly amounts to a 
twentieth of the whole In addition to this there is the 
continuation of small industry with a comparatively much 
smaller scale of big mdustry and of foreign trade.’*' 
Dominating the small industry and the rural peasant pro- 
duction IS the finance-oligarchy clique of bankers and 
monopohsts, many of them centring around the Bank of 
France with its two hundred famSies, to which I have 


•In R- P. Duk’s rescim and Soeicl Revolufion ,t is pomtei out that 
according fo an inMntigauon quoted in the Envoaist of the 30ih September 
193J, out of a total of 6,167,«47 cstablishmentt in 1926, 5,985,071 consisted 
of five persons or less and 2,981,521 -were actuallr single-handed concerns 
Further, out of 17 8 million occupied persons, II-S millions T/erc occupied 
in concerns of five persons or less, and only 1 5 million worhers were 
employed in concerns of over 500 vorhers, that is, in large-scale indostrj 



THE TREND TO FASaSM 


47 


already referred In discussing the impenahst position in 
France. These millionaires have French democracy m 
their grip; French repubhcanism under these conditions 
■was bound to be more and more purely superfiaal, with 
the rulmg class governing the country largelj- by the use 
of their unlimited money power, exercised partly through 
estenave corruption. This reality behmd the facade of 
formal democracy provided only too good a basis for a 
rapid change-over to Fascism when the nght stage of 
decay should arise, m peace or war. 

Now when the vast majonty of a population find dbat 
■die rights they nominally possess are vitiated by the power 
of wealth, when they see that although every citizen is free 
and equal in law and by the constitution, yet m practice 
the very nchest men are able to do pretty muti what 
they please and can restrict the freedom and equality of 
^the majonty; when the Republican watchwords, 'Xiberty, 
Equality, Fratemty” turn out to be hollow, the stage is 
set for drama, it may be for tragedy. The results of such 
a conflict may be various. Amongst the organised 
worhmg-dass the result for many years was a determina- 
tion to make democracy more real both ■within the capital- 
ist framework and above aU by advancing towards Socialism, 
which alone, by destroying the power of wealth, could 
give full readity to democracy, to 'Xiberty, Equality, and 
Fraternity”; and this determination took shape in the 
organisation of working-class trade unions, political parties, 
and other bodies. 

Teiit Bourgeois Reactions 

Amongst the peasantry, the small producers and the 
^sans (as well as a minority of the workmg-class in- 
fluenced by this pefite boiirgeowe) the results may again 
vary greatly. One posabihty is that the peitfe bourgeoisie 
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may be bamboozled into believing that their interests will 
be protected by the very nch men of the ruling class, who 
for their part through tiheir newspapers and speeches never 
cease to proclaim — quite falsely — ^that the iich will defend 
these interests (This process is in operation in Great 
Britain at the present day.) 

But when the hollow features of capitahst democracy 
become moie and more plamly exposed', as the milhonaiies 
make more and more ruthless use of tlieir wealth against 
the mterests of the mass of the people, a second possibility 
emerges The middle classes may turn towards co- 
operation with the organised worldng-class, with whom 
they have certain Interests m common and upon whom 
they can rely to defend their special interests agamst the 
depredations of the millionaires This second trend can 
only become a reahty when the workmg-class is well 
organised, united, and well led. If the opposite is the case, 
as happened m Britain under Ramsay MacDonald, then it 
will not be able to rally wider masses of the people around 
it. In France, however, as we shall see later, this trend 
succeeded, and brought about the People’s Front, or "Front 
populaire”. 

Losing Faith in Democracy 

This did not take place until after the people of France 
had been confronted by the mstant menace of a third 
possible result of the contrast between tlie formal demo- 
aacy of a modern industrial state and the actual harsh 
conditions of life imposed on the mass of the people by 
the milhonaires; this was the danger that the petite bonT~ 
geoisie should begin to despair of democracy, and become 
' utterly sceptical of the value of parliamentary institutions. 
Such a mood of disillusion may be a tonic for a Labour 
movement that is resolutely striving for Socialism; but 
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for the pefife boitrgeonie, who have little political back- 
ground, let alone a clear vision of any Socialist goal, and 
are not organised or easily orgamsable, it can easily result 
m the demand for a “saviour of the coimtry”, who will 
scrap democracy and (as they fondlj’- hope) look after their 
own limited mterests. In this mood the petite bourgeoisie 
can become a prey to Fascist propaganda, to purveyors of 
high-sounding words and hollow promises. 

In France a stage had already arrived in the first decade 
after the 15 14-1 8 war when a certain number of the petite 
bourgeoisie were m this mood, thus m aking the conditions 
for a move to Fascism all the more favourable. The Two 
Hundred Famdies were of course ready to take full advan- 
tage of the situation and to give to Fascist tendencies and 
organisations whatever support might appear to be neces- 
sary. 

Fascist Organisation 

Havmg seen this potential basis for Fascism in the 
French Republic, we may now turn to e xamine the Fascist 
orgamsations of the last seven years, the Action Trancaise, 
the Crotx de Feu (“Fiery Cross”), the Jeunesse Patnote 
(Patnot Youth), the Franastes (Ae me anin g is conveyed 
if we imagine there existed here an organisation of “Bntain- 
ists”) and several others. 

The Dreyfus Case 

Action Francaise, much the oldest of these organisa- 
tions, should be taken first; but in order to imderstand the 
tradition of struggle in wHch such an organisation could 
persist. It is necessary to recall an acute phase of this struggle 
which centred round the famous “Dreyfus case” at 
beginmng of the century. This case was an event rather 
than an episode, and something far wider than a mere cause 

4 
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cekbie. A Jewish officer of the French General Staff, 
Captain Alfred Dreyfus, was falsely accused of treason 
and condemned, an mnocent man, to years of impnson- 
ment m the pestilential chmate of Devil’s Island m French 
Guiana It was not merely a prosecution, it was a whole 
section of politics and indeed of history. I quote from 
our authoritative English history of the period the mam 
facts of the case In his chapter on "The Third French 
Repubhc” m Volume Twelve of die Cambridge Modeut 
Htstoiy, Professor Emile Bourgeois wrote; 

“While men were talking of social and religious peace, 
journals of violent Ultramontane sympathies, financed from the 
coffers of the middle-class pupils of the Jesuits and Assumption- 
ists, papers such as the Ltbre Paiole and the Ciotx, declared war 
to the death on French citizens of the Jewish and the Protestant 
faith. Drumont gave the signal m La France Jutve which 
created anti-Semitism in France. The journal issued by the same 
writer spread tenfold the propaganda of the book, eScited the 
pn«t5, and tlirough them the faithful, against the Freemasons 
j I j in the Revue des Deux Momks, 

declared war for his part agamsc science and the critical spirit 
In 1895 he began a campaign against democracy, demandmg 
“‘nd s^mission to the disciplme of the Church of Rome 

^e Republicans, surprised by this awakemng of hatreds 
and religious factions, yielded so far ns to let themselves be forced 
by the threats of Ultramontane journals to accept the sentence 
of degradation and exile to Gmana passed upon Captain Dreyfus, 
who was accused without proof of having betrayed his country 
to Germany (December 1894) This conviction was the proof 
of the progress made by anti-Scmitic feeling, and above all of 
the enormous influence which the Church had obtained, m the 
four yc^ past, in all classes of society and especially in tlie 
hliiuster for War was m their power 
through his com^city in a crime agamst justice The Chief of 
the Staff, Boisdeffre, and all the Commanders of Army Crops 
formed a sort of mihtary parliament, encouraged by a false 
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patriotism, which began to be called ‘Nationahsm’, to aim at the 
exclusion of the Jews, the Protestants, and cien all Liberals, 
from French citizenship. Though, doubtless, many Catholics did 
not lend tliemsehcs to these proceedings, the Clerical part}' at 
least rejoiced m the progress made by these doctrines, and above 
all in the compliinnce of Mehne’s Ministr}', which from 1S96 
to 1858 pushed the fear of socialism to such a point that they 
saw and knew nothing of this movement tow ards a military and 
monastic tyranny 

"The silence so propitious to intrigue, was rudely broken by 
the unexpected announcement of Captain Dre}fus’s innocence, 
which was made by Scheurer-Kestner from July 1897, onwards, 
and confirmed, to the great displeasure of the Nationahsts, civil 
and mihtary, by Colonel Picquart at tlie end of the year In 
Vain did Mehne’s Mimstr}' at first offer opposition to the solicita- 
tions of the family of Captain Dre}'fus and of his friends, w'hose 
numbers increased daily and included men like Reinach, Jaures, 
Zola, Clemenceau, Gabriel Monod, Havet, and Labone, on the 
plea that it was impossible to go behind a ‘judgment given’, in 
vam did the General Staff, attemptmg to involve the 'honour 
of the army'’ m the crimes of the anti-Semitic party, refuse to 
recogmse m Esterhaz)', the real author of the bordereau, the 
document upon which the charge of treason against Dreyfus 
had been based By slow' but sure degrees, the country', the 
deputies, and the judges became aware of the machmations of 
the Clerical party m league with the generals of the army The 
elections of 1898 brought about the dow'nfall of Meline’s 
Mmistr}' The accession to power of a Radical President of 
Conned, Henri Brisson, who had had no traffic W'lth the Ultra- 
sooA converted his party, who up to this time, 
TOtfa me Sociahsts, had been opposed to a revision of the sentence 
The Minister of War, Cavaignac, Nationalist though he w'as, 
forced to make known tlie forgeries committed at the General 
Staff by Colonel Henry and his accomplices, with a view to com- 
R finally the rum of Colonel Picquart and Dreyfus. On 
e discoveiy of his enme, Heniy passed sentence on himself 
“y tamg his ow'n hfe m prison; and the Government finally 
ordered a fresh trial (August 1898). 
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"Another year elapsed before the trial began at Rennes — a 
year full of efforts made, even in Dupu/s Ministry, from October 
30, 1898, onwards, m order to prevent the Court of Cassation 
from pronouncing its decision Success was only attamed after 
the sudden death of Felix Faure, who had connived at these 
hindrances and delays (February 16, 1899), after the elecuon of 
President Loubet, and the failure of a Nationahst plot organised 
by Deroulede and Roget, and it was due to the estabhshment of 
Waldeck-Rousseau’s Ministry, which resolved to brmg about 
the triumph of justice by the help of the Socialists, who did not 
play them false It was through fear of sociahsm that moderate 
Repubhcans had let themselves shde into this policy first of 
indifference to, and subsequently of comphcity witli, the intri- 
gues, which were m danger of bnngmg about a dictatorship as m 
1851 Similarly, it was the reconahation witli the Sociahsts, 
and the mclusion of one of their party, Millerand, in the Mmistry 
for the 'Defence of the Repubhc’, wbch enabled 'Waldeck- 
Rousseau, hunself a Moderate, and a friend and pupil of Gam-, 
betta, to avenge Dreyfus and his partisans By the Council of 
"War at Rennes Dreyfus was once more condemned, but President 
Loubet granted a pardon, m anticipaoon of the decision issued 
a yeai later by the Court of Cassation, declanng the innocence 
of this man whose sole crime was his birth 

Not only the people of France, but all Europe discussed 
the scandal of the Dreyfus trial, but as in tlie case durty 
years later of Sacco and Vanzetti in the United States of 
America, it proved impossible foi a long tune to reopen 
the case, because the structure of justice and the high officials 
of the Array and the Government were all Involved in this 
corrupt and dreadful business France was lent in tv^i 
and it was clear to one foreign observer, Vladimir Lenin, 
that a social revolution in France could have developed 
from the case. Tlie struggle had as its sequel a polarisation 
in France, on the one side of the Royalists with the Clericals . 
and the forces of reaction in general, and on the other of 
the petite bomgeome, led by such radicals as Clemcnceaii, 
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with the working-class led by Jean Jaures. At the end of 
the struggle there emerged on the one hand the League 
of the Rights of Man” to perpetuate the defence of the 
Republic, and on the other the organisation and newspaper 
known as the Action Fiancaisc, to which I must now return. 

Action Francaise 

The movement generally called Action Fiancaise thus 
dates from the early twentieA century*, before the name of 
Fascism or the specie conditions of its growth had arisen. 
It was an epitome of that struggle between reaction and 
revolution with which the Republic had begun and which 
had continued for some fifty years, and it linked up all the 
survivmg elements of earher reactionary movements with 
the France of our tune. FmaU}s its doctrines have stamped 
their imprint on the speaal brand of Fascism which we 
now know as the regime of Vichy-France. 

Action Francaise was the name of the newqiaper, the 
orgamsation attached to it bemg called “Les Camelots du 
Roi” ("the news-hawkers of the King”), at the head of 
which were Charles Maurras and Leon Daudet, the latter 
bemg the son of the famous water, Alfonse Daudet 
Maurras was a theoretician of Monarchism, he regarded 
ihe whole development of the previous centuiy and a half 
as a turnmg away from thd true path of France, which for 
him was a human society to be based on order, tradition, and 
classiasm For this it was necessarj'', m his view, to restore 
the monarchy and the Catholic Church (though he himself 
was not a practismg Christian) and to get rid of demo- 
cracy, freedom of thought, freedom of the Press, free- 
masonry, and all that was meant by the Repubhean watch- 
words of Liberty, Equahty, and Fraternity. 

For a considerable number of 3’^ears the movement had 
httle mfiuence, and the paper’s circulation ran to no more 
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than a fe-w hundred copies taken by firm adherents of its 
standpomt and by a certam number who bought it for the 
literary brillance of its articles. But after die war, and 
especially fiom the crisis of 1929 onwards, the circle of 
Action Fiaiicsi^e became laigei Its writmgs were not 
hampeied by the law of hbel, for French law provides a 
paradise for hbellers and slanderers. For a time successive 
Repubhcan Governments ignored this royalist agitation, 
although by a law of 1884 all such agitation was illegal, and 
the Bourbon pretender to die throne was not allowed to 
reside m France For a time, too, some fifteen years ago, 
the movement suffered at the hands of the Vatican, which 
had pronounced against it at a time when the diplomacy 
of the Catholic Church inclined towards accommodation 
with Repubhcan France. 

Action hancane plainly constituted, long before the 
word Fascism was heard, a nucleus of reaction which was 
to play a consideiable part m the last seven years of die 
Repubhc and was to affect the fascist organisations and to 
be affected by them Many of the Army leaders, mcluding 
Marshal Lyautey — who had been the Governor of Indo- 
China and the conqueror of Morocco— and Marshal Peciin, 
were sjTOpathetic to the movement, if not fully subscribing 
to Its propaganda, and as has already been stated, die 
present Vichy regime bears its stamp. 

La Crodc de feu 

Tlie more modern movement of the Croix dc Feu, 
led by Colonel Comte Casimir de la Roeque, grew up from 
1930 onwards and claimed to be an eX'Servicemen’s assoaa- 
tion. A semi-militar)^ organisation, it had the declared 
aim of civil war and a bloody rcactionarj’- dictatorship, its 
meetings were conducted as though they were partial 
mobihsations of an army, Tlie "leagues” of the Croix dc 
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Feu would be summoned to meet at a particular town, to 
which tie members would be driven m lorries and motor- 
cars, traveimg several score or even several hundred miles 
and arnvmg on parade at a particular hour, its circulars 
were couched in mihtary phraseology; it owned aeroplanes 
and even had a Red Cross section. Its arms, apart from 
some aeroplanes, consisted of field guns and machme-guns. 

Jeunesse Patbiote 

Jeunesse Patriote, led by a Member of Parhament, 
Pierre Taittmger, was formed m 1924 “to combat revolu- 
tionaty danger”. It contamed many students and had 
shock troops for street fighting, armed with bludgeons and 
revolvers. It was smaller in numbers than the Crois de 
Feu. After February 1934 these degenerate youths were 
joined by the aged Marshal Lyautey. 

Franostes 


Amongst various other fascist organisations tie only 
one I need mention here are the Franostes, they were the 
most openly anti-Semitic of all, and were directly in touch 
vnth Hitler and Mussolini, from whom they drew 
help (This IS not to say that other fascist organisations 
md not have their connections with tie German and Itahan 
fascists, but tie Franostes did not trouble in any way to 
^ceal the fact, their programme was a mere copy of tie 
German and Itahan programmes, and their members were 
largely gangsters and the rabble or “lumpenproletariat”). 

Parti Popiilaire Francais 

There were similar organisations, 
amongst the peasantry of France, but 
“iflnence amongst the industrial 
attempt to gam this influence was 


though less developed, 
none of them had any 
working-class. The 
to be tmdertaken by 
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another organisation, the Parti Populaire Francais, “P.P.F.”, 
which came into being much later. Its founder, Jacques 
Doriot, had been the leader of the Young Communist 
League of France and m the first decade after the 1914-18 
war had become one of the most brilliant speakers and 
leading figures of the Communist Party of France. In 
the yeais after the crisis, following upon his expulsion from 
the Communist Party, he retained his seat as Mayor of 
St. Denis, .which may be described as the Hoxton of Pans. 
He had become an agent of the secret police, but presently 
was to find bigger gams and a more generous paymaster in 
Hitler. He used more effective demagogy and a closer 
imitation of Nazi methods than the Croix de Feu. 

Growth of Fascism in French Foreign Policy 

Foreign pohcy in France as elsewhere is of course 
dependent on the nature of French capitalist organisation. 
In the first years of this century, France, with Declasse as 
Us Foreign Secretary, utihsed Anglo-German and German- 
Russian antagonisms to build up the group of alliances 
destined to win mihtary success in the war of 1914-13. 
As already mentioned, the policy of Clemenceau at Ver- 
sailles, following on this success, was directed to obtaining 
guarantees for “security”, and to the establishment of a 
chain of alliances which would both hold down the 
defeated rival Germany and help to destroy or cripple the 
new Soviet Sociahst Republic When this policy 
was largely nullified by American refusal to ratify the 
^arantec treaty, and the attempt of Raymond Poincare 
in 1924 to hold down Germany by the invasion of the 
Ruhr had also failed, French capitalism, unable to play a 
completely independent role, came to lean on Britain, and 
French governments had to play "second fiddle” and to 
accept the advice of the British governments on all major 
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questions, as was seen for example m the days of Munich, 
in September 193 8. 

Attempts were, however, made from tune to time to 
break free from British mfluence. This could only be done 
by submitting to German mfluence, because the matenal 
strength of German capitahsm was nearly as great as 
before, and highly superior to that of France Accord- 
ingly, the close working agreement shown m the Inter- 
national Steel Cartel and m the tradmg arrangements 
between the coal masters of the Rhineland and the iron 
and coal magnates of French Lorrame, was reflected m 
political rapprochements such as the talks between Aristide 
Bnand and Gustav Stresmann, the Foreign Secretaries of 
France and Germany, m the years from 1929 onwards. 

These connexions had considerable mfluence on the 
attitude of French governments towards the social struggles 
m Germany. Instead of supporting the workmg-class and 
the people of Germany agamst the forces of reaction, they 
made great concessions to the more reactionary German 
governments, m fact, the more reactionary the German 
government, the more likely it was to receive concessions 
from France (as well as from Britain) . When the Nazis 
came to power this tendency was at first reversed, but later 
developed more strongly than ever, many concessions 
which had been refused to previous governments being 
given to Hitler. 

French Reactions to the Third Reich 

The first effect of the Nazis’ arnval m power was to 
produce a swing away from reaction. The earher Nazi 
propaganda, with its pohcy of revenge and its threats 
agamst France, had naturally produced hostihty, and six 
months after the burning of the Reichstag Germany’s 
resignation from the League of Nations caused widespread 
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alarm and a hurried search for alliances. For the moment 
the policy of Delcasse, of Clemenceau, and of Poincare 
seemed to be revived in new forms and under new condi- 
tions. One result of this “tack” in foreign policy was the 
appomtment as Foreign Secretary of M. Barthou, a middling 
reactionary, a friend of Poincare and one of die old men 
who had piepared for the previous war. In an efFort to 
renew alhanccs agamst Germany, he travelled to Poland, to 
the countries of the Little Entente and — ^breaking the 
tradition of fifteen years — ^to the U.S.S.E.. The result 
of these negotiations was the conclusion of the Franco- 
Soviet and the Czecho-Soviet pacts of mutual assistance, 
each of which, among other things, bound each party, 
in the event of unprovoked aggression by any European 
state agamst the other, to come immediately to its aid and 
assistance. 

The Franco-Soviet Pact 

The pacts were open to other powers to join, but 
Gcimany and Poland refused. The pacts were expressly 
worded to fit mto the machmcry of the League of Nations, 
which the Soviet Union agreed to join if invited to do so. 
TIic invitation was sent by leading states of the League of 
Nations, and in September 1934, against the vote of one or 
two minor states, such as Holland, the U.S.S R. became a 
member of the League of Nations. The Pact would un- 
doubtedly have made for European agreement, and if 
Butain at that time had also been favourable, it would have 
resulted in at least the postponement of the present Euro- 
pean war. 

First Stage or Fascism in Foreign Policy 

But from 1934 onwards the Fascists in France and 
clsev/hcre turned to their natural course and made the most 
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determined efforts to wreck the Franco-Soviet Pact. Their 
efforts were facihtated by the assassmation of Barthou, who 
had been visiting die countries of the Little Entente (Cze- 
choslovaba, Rumania, and Yugoslavia) to arrange for the 
development of France’s claim of alliances with those 
countries, the further detads of which were to be worked 
out at a state visit of King Alexander to Paris in the late 
autumn of 1934. Alexander landed at Marseilles and 
drove up the mam street of the town with Bardiou, A 
group of Croat terrorists opened fire on the carriage; and the 
ruler of Yugoslavia and Foreign Secretary of France were 
assassmated. The organisation of this group had been 
prepared in Hungary with the connivance of Fascist 
powers, Germany and Italy. 

Tlw next stage was the attempt to wriggle out of the 
pact For tbs the best tricbter possible was found m the 
now more than ever infamous Pierre Laval, a renegade 
Soaahst of pan bomgeot, ongm, who had found pohtics 
alter his renegacy an extremely lucrative business. Laval 
the pact, but it had still to be 

ficafion Y Parliament, and he put off the rati- 

hcation from month to month Meanwhile, along with 

>*d3.wl,d, and Sn John Smon, ha 
or ai^ed the Sttesa Meetmg m 1935, at which the Stresa 
Front was estabhshed At this moment Mussolim was 

dfscSioafoni ' ^^yssmia, but in aU the 

he did nnf pohcy at lhat Stresa Meetmg 

Donald al qnestion of Abyssinia. Ramsay Mac- 

M»d Mussolini ’ Oi^ ^ “ Secret agreement between him 
Wlot ora™, when the successful peace 

*owi of N»oons Vnm, 

‘'•t.ond Government, and when that GoveruLnt 
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rapidly manoeuvring to meet liiis situation, sent Sir Samuel 
Hoare to Geneva to proclaim its "support” of Abyssmia 
and of the League, and thus to win for itself the support 
of all the small powers and also of the deluded Trade 
Umon Congress and Labour Party, Laval could do nothing 
publicly. 

But privately he did a good deal. He completely 
sabotaged the action of the League of Nations in defence 
of Abyssinia; and arranged with Sir Samuel Hoare, with 
the full knowledge of Baldwin, Chamberlam, and others 
the infamous “Hoare-Laval” plan for the partition of 
Abyssmia. It must have seemed to him at the moment 
that all was gomg well with the Fascist policy of France; 
the ratification of the Franco-Soviet Pact was postponed; 
and he had only to wait for the results of tlie British 
General Election in Britam in November 1935, which the 
National Government was to win by proclaiming its full 
support of the League of Nations and of Abyssmia in 
order to carry out the opposite policy as soon as the elec- 
tions were over. The premature discovery in December of 
the Hoare-Laval plan, however, caused such a revulsion 
of feelmg in the minds of the British population that Sir 
Samuel Hoare was forced to resign and the Government had 
to declare that the deal was "oft”. Mussolini thereupon 
withdrew his support from Laval, and at the beginning 
of January 1936, Laval ceased to be Premier of France 

Third Stage of Fascism in Foreign Policy 

The third stage was carried through largely by the 
agency of Britain On the 7th March 1936, on the eve 
of tlie French General Elections, Hitler, who had already 
torn up clause after clause of the Treaty of Versailles, who 
had built an Air Force, introduced conscription, and 
secured the express agreement of the British Government 
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to the large-scale development of his Navy, suddenly 
marched mto the de-rmhtarised area of the Rhmeland. 
M. Flandin was advised to mobilise the French Army. It 
IS believed that if he had mobilised the French Army, the 
Bntish Government, faced by an accomph^ed fact, would 
have been bound to give support and that Hitler would 
then have withdrawn. But mstead of mobilising, the 
French ministers flew to London and asked if they might 
do so London rephed in the negative, and later the new 
Foreign Secretary, Eden, explamed that he would take the 
extremely vigorous step of sendmg a series of mterroga- 
tories to the German Government.’*’ With this the French 
mimsters were forced to be content. Needless to say, 
Hitler Ignored the questionnaire and never gave any answer 

f 

*Tbe qiiuttonnaire came mto existence m tbis wa 7 After man^ nego- 
batioiu of tbe League of Natiom Powers at Geneva and after a meeting of 
tbe Locarno PoweiSi it was decided that the United Kingdom should under- 
take to have the questions at issue elucidated and to approach the Gecman 
Government for this purpose The Bntish Government accordingly prepared 
a very long questionnaire, which was issued as a 'White Paper on the 8th May 
1336 

The first question was whether Germany regarded herself as now m the 
position to conclude ''genuine treaaes” 

The second questton was whether Germany considered chat a point had 
been reached at which she could signify that she tecogmsed and intended 
to respect the esiscmg terntonal and pohtical status of Europe, escept in 
so far as this might be subsequently modified by free negotiation and 
agreement. 

The third question was whether the German Government would suggest 
that non-aggtsssion pacts between Germany and its neighbours might be 
guaranteed by mutual assistance arrangements 

Finally, with reference to a German proposal for an international court 
of atbitiation, the Bntish Government wished to know “the functions and 
constitution of the proposed court and the relation which the former would 
bear to the functions of the Council of the League of Nations and the 
Permanent Court of International Justice” 

The questionnaire concluded with an esptession. of the hope that the 
German Government would consider it desirable to give some defininon 
of the phrase "the separation of the Government of the League of Nations 
from Its basis m the Treaty of Versailles settmg” 
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to It. The effect m France was that still larger sections 
of the reactionaries moved towards pro-Nazism. 

Attitude to Spain 

The fourth stage followed almost immediately. The 
Republican Government of Spam was faced m July 1936 
by a Fascist rebelhon aided by a Fascist invasion from 
Germany and Italy. The pro-Fascist non-mtervention 
pohcy of Britain and France powerfully aided Franco and 
the Fascist powers and dealt a fatal blow at France’s security. 

The events of 1938, the invasion of Austria and the 
betrayal of Czechoslovakia, endmg in the surrender of 
Mumch, were merely the further working out of this 
pohcy, and Munich was of course the end of the Franco- 
Soviet Pact. / 

Throughout these years of Fascism m foreign pohcy, 
the mamspring was the fear which the French ruling class 
enter tamed of the people of France; for a sharp stage of 
class struggle had developed m France agamst the general 
Fascist tendencies, of which her foreign policy was only the 
reflection. ^ ^ 

One of the best-known modern French authors, M. 
Jules Romams, who combined literature with affairs of state, 
and was employed many times on most confidential missions 
by his government, began m the autumn of 1940 a senes 
of seven articles in the popular American journal, the 
Saturday Evening Post. In the last of these articles he 
poses the question, "Who Saved Fascism^” M. Remains 
has no love for the Soviet Union, is an outspoken anti- 
Coramunist, and takes pains to absolve the French Tones 
fiom their due share of the blame, which he concentrates 
upon the one man, Pierre Laval, but the answer he gives 
to his own question is nevcrtlieless worth recording, for 
whilst he asserts that the strengthenmg of the Fascist 
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powers, which was a contnbutory cause of the debacle of 
France, was not solely the fault of Frenchmen but was also 
partly due to Bntam’s deep reactionary' fear of the Soviet 
Union and its mfluence, he makes clear what was tlte real 
guiding fear and motive. In the Saturday Eianng P(/^^ 
for November 1940 he writes; 


"But It would be unfair to let all the responsibility weigh on 
M Laval The Enghsh c.uTy their share, fint, m a general and 
inveterate fashion, through the lack of decision they’ve always 
shown, their penerse leaning toward spurious solutions whidx 
absolve them from acting or taking sudden nsks More precisely, 
England was handicapped by her fear of Bolshevism, and In 
England, specifically, diree elements, closely linked to one 
another — the venerable conservatives in ParUament, the aristoc- 
racy, the City, '^len only one last fiJhp was needed to over- 
sow Mussohm, all these people said to themselves, with a spasm 
of feu. ‘But then what’s gomg to happen? 'Miat will replace 
Fasasm m Itaiv> Bolshevism dmost certainly, or anarchy tend- 
mg towud Bolshevism, which Russia will immediately exploit, 
imd as Mussohm’s fall wiU almost imraediatelv provoke Hitler’s, 
tbe same appi^g regime wiU nse m Gemany. And as we 
already hear thmgs aren’t going so well m Spam, where tlie 
goverment is letting the Reds get out of hand, it may he the 
end ot everything, and we’d be the ones, we good conservatives 
good ptocrats, good Enghsh capitahsts, to let all lieU loose.’ 
^d they shr^ back in tmor They didn’t picture m the least 

H of f-ondon. 

\ enerable conservatives lack imagimdon ” 

chapter I shall show how the attempts of 
tte French Fasaste to seize power by violence produced a 

formation 
of Socialists and 
victorw of fonnarion and electoral 

f Populaire) which 

^pnsed the Mcal-Sociahsts and certain other gronps 
m addition to the parties of the United Front. ^ 
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GROWING TENSION BETWEEN CLASSES 

Conditions worsen — Scandals— The nots of February 1934— 
Government of Concentration— The United Front takes 
shape, 

ihe effect of the economic crisis m widespread un- 
employment, short time, lower wages, and a worsenmg of 
the conditions of the peasantry and the whole agricultural 
population, especially the wme-growmg section, had an 
effect On the elections held in May 1932 There was a 
certain swing towards the Left, but this took merely the 
form of increased support to the Radical-Sociahsts, a non- 
Socialist party, often called simply Radical, corresponding 
roughly to Liberals in Britam. For twenty months after 
that election, France had a succession of Radical-Socialist 
governments, Durmg this period every effort was made 
by the ruling handful of rich men of France both to trip 
up the Radical governments and to transfer all the burdens 
of ike crisis to the mass of the people. All the difSculties 
of the crisis were ascribed to mistakes of the government, 
in some mstances this had a measure of truth, for the 
governments of the latter part of 1932 and 1933 tried to 
play an independent role m words only, but in their deeds, 
in their actual policy, they remained under the influence 
of the rich men of France — and of the City of London 
The power of the latter was particularly apparent in ques- 
tions of foreign policy. 

The year 1933 — the year of the coming to power of 
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the Nazis in Germany — ^witnessed the rapid breakdown of 
all the attempts to fit the sysKm of Versailles into the 
conditions of world economic crisis, and also revealed ex- 
tensive dilapidations in die framework of the peoples them- 
selves. Efforts were made to maintain this framework, 
but with the exit of Germany from the League of Nations 
in October 1933 and the subsequent agreement between 
Nazi Germany and Poland (a serious breach m the French 
system of alliances) dissatisfaction grew rapidly. 

Internal Effects of Crisis 


It was, however, in internal affairs, m the effects of 
the crisis on the hvelihood of the mass of the population, 
that the strongest causes of discontent were to be found. 
Here the Royahst and Fascist organisations of France saw 
their opportumt)’’ On the one hmd they were encouraged 
by Ae giant strides which Fascism was making on the 
continent of Europe, on the other, the failure of the 
Government to break the shackles imposed by the rich 
men of France, and to solve the problems confronting it, 
seemed to give them a splendid chance. In addition, diere 
had been durmg the period of the Radical governments a 
succ^on of financial scandals. Into the details of most 
of those It is not necessary to enter, but one of them— the 
btavisky case-assumed .such large proportions that some 
descnption of it must be given It was enormously stressed 
fay the Royahsts and by the Fascists, and was made the 
basis for accusations that the whole of the French Govern- 
ment were corruptly linked up with swindlers and thieves. 
In all the foreign newspapers it became the main news 
ttom France for many weeks More than one editorial 
London newspapers, whose proprietors were 

ffJfT “ the e^raeme 

degree of corruption m the business world of France, and 
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drawing melancholy conclusions about the conditions of 
demociacy. (A few months after this display of com- 
miseration, the extreme corruption of the London Salvage 
Q)rps was revealed by the trial and imprisonment of 
Captain Lloyd, but these same London newspapers discreetly 
forebore to draw any far-reachmg conclusions as to die 
extent of corruption m English business life or the sad con- 
dition of English democracy') 

The disturbed conditions of French society became 
particularly obvious in the closmg mondis of 1933. The 
contradictions of capitahst economy were being mtensified, 
and the conflict between the rulmg and the working- 
classes, based on the flagrant contrasts between the two 
classes both in their economic conditions and m their poli- 
tical power, was growing ever more patent and acute. As 
always happens at such times, there were rapid clianges and 
reshufflmgs of the Radical cabmets. Daladier, who had 
been Premier smce the spring of 1933, gave place to Sarraut 
m December. Sarraut witl:m a foitnight had to give place 
to Chautemps. The Chautemps Government appeared to 
be a shade more to die Left than that of Saraut; and so, in 
the opening days of January 1934, the Acfwif hancmse 
started a concentrated campaign against the Chautemps 
Government, linking it widi the Stavisky scandal. 

Stavkky 

Stavisky was a common swindlei who had forged bonds 
of the Municipal undertakings of Bayonne. Dalimier, a 
subordinate member of the Chautemps Government, and 
l^other-in-Iaw of Chautemps, had earlier recommended 
this Bayonne swmdle as a suitable investment. In the first 
days of January Action Fiancahe published the documents, 
arraigned the whole government, and found its circulation 
leaping up as a result. The venal Press of France joined 



GROWING raNSION BETWEEN CLASSES 


67 


in the cry. There were many citizens who did not realise 
that the Fascists themselves were corrupt and, as we have 
seen before, were not merely directly paid either by the 
rich men of France or the governments of Italy and Ger- 
many, but Were also manufacturmg the agitation m order 
to discredit the whole^paihamentary political system in 
the hope of carrying it over to Fascism. 

It is worth whde recountmg m some httle detail the 
Stavisky scandal, both because it was the most sensational 
of the many scandals (mostly connected with the Right 
Wing of the Chamber), which had disfigured' French 
pohtics m the ’twenties and ’tlurties, and because it led 
&ectly to the fall of the Chautemps Government and 
later to the riots of the 6th February 1934. Newspaper 
column after column and even volumes of books were 
written about Stavisky. I beheve as good an account as 
any can be gamed from a contemporary speech delivered 
by the Socialist, Lagrange, on the 11th January 1934. It 
was the first occasion on which the name of Stavisky was 
mentioned in the parharaent, though the newspapers had 
been full of it for days previously. I quote from his 
speech as follow. 


But while leadmg this racecourse and casino life, while 
running a sumptuous music-haU, Stavisky still managed to take 
a lively interest in pawnshops. In 1930— please note the date, 
gentlemen he went to Orleans to pawn some emeralds, whether 
ml or take I do not know; in any case, he got several milhons. 
A complamt was lodged, there was great excitement; an mquiry 
was ordered and— Stavisky paid up He then went off to 

Ba>onne to set up a pawnshop You know the result of hs 
transaction. ^ 

He became a company director. He had his own Press, 


ffora Mr Alexander Werth’s fr<mce m 
published by Jarrolds Publishers (London) Ltd 
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his daily papers, his weekly papers, and a theatre of lus own. 
He had become Serge Alexandre, a king of Pans He had power- 
ful connections, and many people were only too keen to get on 
to the boards of his compames If only he had succeeded in 
placing on the market the 500 million of woithless Hungarian 
Bonds, he would hive repaid the Bayonne Bonds, and the Stavisky 
Affair would no longer have been a '‘scandal’ but a 'financial 
ciisis* — a krach But the whole thing collapsed Tissier was 
arrested, Stavisky hurriedly left the Claridge Hotel. A Deputy 
was arrested The blackmailers and newspaper editors were 
locked up The accomplices were beginning to be inconvenienced 
There was a leshufile m the Government. Tlie police at last 
discovered Stavisky at Chamounix — dead Tlie scandal is now in 
full swing 

"Now let me just ask you this How was it possible tliat a 
well-known crook, living m 'provisional freedom’ since 1927, 
that a gambler figuring in the police records, who was debarred 
from all casinos, how was it possible that this notonous crook 
who, we are told, was closely watched by the pohce and ilic Surete 
'G^ndrale, should have been able to go on dazzling Pans during 
six years, and steal millions and milhons of francs^ It is simply 
because he found in our prmapal social organisms — ^ui the police, 
in the judiciary, in public and private offices, in tlie Press and in 
Parhament, a sufiicient number of greedy people and a sufScicnt 
amount of carelessness and corruption 

"What was the part played by our two pohce services — the 
Surete Gcnerale and the Prefecture’ The police knew better 
than anybody that Stavisky was a crook Yet he was allowed 
to frequent casinos Who raised the ban’ When and why was 
it done’ Stavisky regained his 'provisional freedom’ in 1927, 
he went off to ^rlcans, where he aroused great suspicions He 
was closely watched, and yet nothmg happened to him He 
^ then went on to Bayonne He engineered the Credit Municipal 
fraud. Nobody worried, nobody soutided the alarm, no infor- 
mation came from anywhere And yet we arc told to-day that 
he was closely watched and followed by detectives 

"He gambled away millions nt Biarntz He lived m grand 
style, Without any definite profession, without any definite source 
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of income What were the gambhng-house pohcc thmkmg 
about? 

"In 1929 he founded the Compagnw Frmscatse d’Entrcprises 
mth a former Prefect of Pohce, a general, and a retired official 
on the board of directors In 1933 he founded another company 
with an ex-Ambassador, a Prefect, a president of an ex-sen ice- 
men’s association, and a foreign ex-Minister on the Board Wliat 
were our two pohce services and the financial department of the 
Parquet thmkmg about> And yet we now leam from a Press 
mterview that a high pohce official now m retirement, M. Pachot, 
had watched Stavisky all the tune and that he had drawn up 
several reports . I ai you what has happened to M Pachot’s 
reports^ Such are the questions, Mr Prune Minuter, which call 
for an answer M Cbiappe, the Prefect of Pohce, on retummg 
from Florence the other iiy, declared that be bad been wafcbntg 
Stawsky for ten years, drawmg up report upon report If this is 
true, what were the influences whuffi prevented the Audionties 
from acting’ (Cheers ) The day came when Stavisky’s arrest 
became mevitable He escaped '^0 is guilty of this final piece 
of neghgence’ At last he was about to be caught, but at ^at 
moment he committed suicide That may be the most dramatic 
point m the whole affam 

/■/-> K dead We are told that he committed smcide ” 

L "No'”) "And yet pubhc opmion has known for years 
that the pohce are mevitably mixed up m all financial scandals; 
We have seen the Hanau Affair, the Oustric Affair and many 
omers— -and pubhc opimon has unanmiously rejected the suicide 
tteory, public opinion has nscn like one man and has cned: 
ohce murder'” {Cheers o» Bjght and Extreme Left,) 

February 1934 


of the tune, and the sensational 
tacts of the scandal itself, made it particularly easy for the 

Royalists and Fasasts to exploit it. In January 1934 
xttted scenes took place around the French Parhament, 

voieurs (Down with the thieves' ) began to be beard in 
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the streets, and everyone knew that this was directed agamst 
the Cabinet. The Chautemps Government was forced to 
resign, and on the 27tli January 1934 Daladier once more 
became Premier His Government was to last only ten 
days. During these ten days much happened, and the 
first fortnight of February seemed to be a turnmg-point 
in the history of France. Daladier decided to take one 
step agamst the Fascists, namely, to remove the Fascist 
Prefect of the PoUce for the region of Pans, the Corsican, 
M. Chiappe. Daladier knew that the excited demonstra- 
tions against the Repubhc had been cairied out with the 
connivance of M. Chiappe, who was a rutliless persecutor 
of the working-class and a tool of the French Fasasts, 
After June 1940 this same Chiappe was recalled to Paris 
to act as Chief of Police against ^e working-class, a tool 
this time of the German Fascists; his end came a few 
months later when the aeroplane in which he was crossing 
the Mediterranean was shot down. 

Daladier, whdst anxious to get nd of Chiappe, was 
equally anxious not to offend the rich men of France, so 
he proposed that Chiappe should resign the prefecture of 
pohce and become the Resident-General of France in 
Morocco, thus obtammg not only the most important post 
in the whole of French colomal admmistration, but also 
Ae command of the Foreign Legion, constituting an 
immense accession of strength to Frendi Fascism ChiappCj 
however, refused the offer and published lus version of 
his dismissal. The public was greatly excited and tlie 
Fascists judged that the tune had come to overthrow die 
Repubhc. On the Sth February the Croix de Feu organised 
violent demonstrations. On the 6th February they 
attacked the Parhament houses. The police under the new 
Prefect, M Bonnefoy-Sibor, had been posted on tlie bridge 
that leads across the Sein from the Place de la Concorde to 
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the Chamber of Deputies, to die number of 70 police, 100 
foot-guards, and 2S mounted Republican Guards. From 
five o’clock in the afternoon onwards, the Fascist crowds 
gathered on the Place de la Concorde. The slogans they 
shouted were “Down v/ith the thieves!” “The Govern- 
ment must resign!” “Down with Daladier'” "Long 
hve Chiappe'” They threw stones and portions of radings, 
erected barricades, overturned a motor bus and set it on 
fire, slashed the bellies of the horses with razoi blades on 
end of sticks and took every other means to cause a riot, 
on the approved mediod of the German Fascist Storm 
Troops. By the end of an hour the guard at the bridge- 
head had lost 50 per cent m casualties. At seven o’clock 
the Fascists opened fire. The various groups were co- 
ordmated, the Action Francaise, with others, attacked the 
bridge, whde the Jeunesse Patriote made towards Parlia- 
ment from the south bank of the Seme, and Count de la 
Roeque, headmg the Croix de Feu, attacked the Parliament 
buddmgs from the lear. 

The fightmg went on tdl after midnight Those who 
were behmd the outbreak had hoped to make the 6th 
February a day that would mark the end of Parhamentary 
government m France, and they succeeded at any rate in 
making it a day of bloodshed. What was the response of 
the Radical Government, and of its Prime Minister, Dala- 
dier, to this attack on parliamentarism, to this open attempt 
agamM the Repubhc? It resigned' Without a hostile 
vote in the Chamber, it simply yielded to the Fascist pres- 
sure, and departed 

_ next stage followed rapidly. President Jean 

Lebrun summoned from his retirement the ex-President 
Gaston Doumergue and asked him to form as Premier a 
giwernment of concentration — ^raeanmg a government 
which would be formed, not from the majority of the 
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French Parliament, which was “Radical-Socialist” and 
Socialist, but from the mmonty plus the “Radical-Socialists” 
and to the exclusion of the Socialists, and, needless to say, 
of the Communists By the extra-Parliamentary pressure 
of this not, the Fascists had changed the government of 
France and obtained a government which suited their 
immediate purpose. “Calm and order” were now to be 
restored by the Doumergue Government, and if that order 
should lead away from Republican traditions, and in the 
direction of Fascism, no displeasure would be shown by 
the rich men of France. 

The scheme had to be carried through rather carefully. 
Accordmgly, the first stage was the “boosting” of this 
ex-President of France, coming from his country seat at 
Tournefeuille like the Roman Consul Cincinnatus return- 
ing from his plough to save the Republic. Journalistic 
claptrap of this kind appeared to be successful; the Fascist 
demonstrations had miraculously ceased; and the way 
seemed smooth for the success of the conspiracy. 

They had, however, reckoned without their host, the 
workers and peasants of France. The working-class of 
France had been stirred by the events of the 6th February, 
had realised what was at stake, and were determined that 
no Hitler regime should be insinuated into France. The 
history of France foi the next two years and more is the 
history of the resistance of the working-class and the people 
of France to the Fascist advance 

The United Front Against Fascism 

A one-day General Strike was organised for Monday 
th<? 12th February, as a protest against the events of the 
6th February. The Communist Party of France, who were 
to join in the general strike demonstration, organised an 
advance guard demonstration at the Place de la Republiquc 
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on the evening of Friday the 9th February. The authorities 
sent the police to attack this demonstration. The workers 
resisted. The fightmg lasted until nudmght, workers 
we then dead or dying, hundreds had been wounded and 
1,200 had been arrested On Saturday the 10th, the Com- 
mumst Party issued a Manifesto as follows* 


"Undei the leadership of the Conunumst Pattj^ the prole- 
tarians of Pans have carried out heroic demonstrations in me 
streets of Pans Thousands of Sociahst workers took part in this 
demonstration The united woiking-class thus shows that it is 
fighting energetically against Fascism This class action on the 
basis of ike United Front has terrified the capitahst class 

“To-day, m the factories, the workers will learn with anger 
of yesterday’s shootmgs They will meet m their workshops 
workers of all tendencies, Communist and Sociahst, trade 
umonists of the C G T and those of the C G T U "■ —to streng- 
tlien the bonds of iimty m the common struggle, they will elect 
their Workers’ Umted Front Committees. By stnke action, by 
demonstrations, by a general strike on Monday, they will force 
Fascism and the gunmen’s Government of National Umon to 
draw back Fascism is not inevitable Its defeat depends on tie 
proletanat and the work of Communist Party ” 


Tie General Strike of 12tb February was a magni- 
ficent success Four and a half milhon workers left the 
factories, m the demonstrations there were over one million, 
comprising both the two wings of the trade umon move- 
ment and the adherents of both Sociahst and Communist 
parties The great majonty of the postal workers and 
teachers and other State employees jomed m the strike. 
In Paris alone the demonstration amounted to IJ 0,000 
workers, forming a stribng contrast with the few thousands 


•’Hiese two bodies were m effect two separate “Trade Union Con- 
gresses , the trade-union moTement as France being thus spbt into two main 
sections, the one to some extent under Socialist and the other under Communist 
inBuence See pp 6t, 77-9 
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of armed Fascists of the previous \reek. It inspired not 
only the participants, but the "whole working-class of France 
with a feeling of confidence in its own strength, courage, 
and power to retist the Fascists. But the most sigmScant 
feature of the demonstrations was the unity of action 
achieved by all sections of the working-class, who had 
hitherto been greatly weakened by division, particularly 
between Socialists and Communists United Action Coa- 
mittees sprang up everywhere in France. In the four 
months from Sie middle of February till June, under the 
pro-Fascist government of Doumergue, 22 street demons- 
trations and 930 public meetings agamst Fascism were 
held in Pans, 

The question of questions was, Gould this splendid 
response of the working-class to the Fascist danger he 
forged into a united front of the working-class, that is, of 
the Socialist and Communist parties and trade unions? The 
rank and file were determined about it. The dificulty lay 
in the past hostihties between the various working-class 
organisations, particularly in their higher ranks Earlier, 
the Communist Party had on more than one occaaon pro- 
posed a United Front: for example, for the purpose of 
fightmg agamst the Poincare Government of 1926. and 
again for the elections of 1928. When m the year 1932 
the danger of Fascism was already acutely apparent, Henn 
Barhusse and Romam RoUand, die two greatest living 
writers of France, had made an appeal on the 27th May of 
that year, for support of the then forthcoming International 
Anti-Fascist Congress at Amsterdam, which led to the 
formation of the Comite ^Mondial centre ie Fasdsme ec la 
Guerre, commonly called in France the ^'Amsterdam- 
Pleyd htovement”. The Communist Party had responded 
to the appeal, but the leaders of the French Socialist Parrj' 
had refused, and expelled some of its members who attended 
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the Congress. 

United Front Efforts in Europe 

From March 1933 onwards, when the danger of 
Fascism had become still greater with the accession to 
power of Hitler, the burnmg of the Reichstag, and the 
suppression of the workmg-class parties of Germany, 
attempts were made throughout the rest of Europe to secure 
a umted front. But the parties of the Second International, 
headed by the Biitish Labour Party, stubbornly resisted 
and carried on a counter-agitation against the United 
Front. The French Socialist Party jomed m this agitation. 

Here and there, it is true, united-front activities, 
though not under that name, were undertaken with the 
participation of leading members of both Socialist and 
Commumst parties, as well as others. For example, in 
September 1933, just before the Reichstag Fire trial began 
m Leipzig, an International Legal Commission of Enquiry 
into the burning of the Reichstag, over which I had the 
honour to preside, was held m London. 

Whilst the SIX lawyers— of six dijBFerent nationalities 
and none of the Commumst — who comprised the Com- 
imssion confined themselves to the judiaal examination of 
the facts proved before them, the British, French, and 
German people who took part in the laborious work of 
organising the Commission and collecting the witnesses 
mcluded members of various parties, Liberal, Sociahst, and 
^mmunist, among them, for example, were Miss Ellen 
Wilkmson, then an anti-Commumst Sociahst, and Mr, Ivor 
Montagu. Practically every one of the numerous Germans 
■who came forward to give evidence in favour of the Com- 
mimsts involved in the accusation was a Social Democrat, 
and as such strongly opposed to the Communist Party; 
they mcluded, for example, a Social-Democrat ex-Police 
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President of Berlin wlio had caused many Communists to 
be shot down m the streets of diat city.* 

The Untied Front is Realised 

It was tlius possible, even before the 6th February 
1934, to have a certam measure of unity on specific matters; 
but the important task of setting up a general Umted 
Front against Fascism did not prove so easy. Nevertheless 
the obstacles were overcome At the Toulouse Congress 
of the Soaahst Party of France, held m May 1934, over 
one-third of the delegates voted for the a£liation of the 
Socialist Party to the Comite Mondial centre le Fascisme et 
la Guerre, and also for the sendmg of a delegation to the 
Communist International m Moscow to discuss the 
possibility of united action. In the following month the 
National Conference of the Communist Party of France, 
meetmg at Ivry, gave full adherence to the United Front, 
and a new appeal was issued. Following on this, the Com- 
munist and Soaalist organisations of the Seine, on the 
2nd July 1934, organised a joint meetmg to agitate for the 

IS ixiccrcstmg to recall, in these cramped davs, that this tnbunil 
composed, in addition to mi self, of distinpnshed lavycrs from France, t* e 
Beljium, and Sweden Lawyers of eminence trom Spaia 
Mo Switzerland were also to hare attended, but were prevented only by 
illness in one case and pjbhc duties in the other 

It IS also interesting that, although Hitler had at that time onlv been ii 
power a months and was still extremely sensitive to foreign public 

Qpimon, the B^nsh Goicrnracnt sought to "appease” him bv preventing 
sitting As we were then living under the "rule cf 
hvr\ this could not be done bj direct means, but the Government tried 
to persuade the professional organisation which had let the rooms n when 
the Commission was sitting to cancel the letting This body honoi-rablv 
refused to break ics contract The Bnush Govermrent was anqrv, but the 
view IS alrosc um\cnaIU held bo*h cn the Continent and in^Bn'am that 
the findings of the Commission were ab^lutely correct, and that its cr:iurv 
and report had a great deal to do with the actjuittal at the Leipzig trial of 
the four innocent accused, including Gcorgi Dimurofi 
All this haprened less than eight tears ago 
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release of Thalemann and against Fascism Discussions 
then took place during that month between the tt^'o national 
committees, and on the 27th July 1934 a pact for umt)' 
of action was signed. This agreement, which assumed that 
abusive criticism on each side should be stopped, pro%'ided 
for a great campaign of meetings and demonstrations 
against Fascism and the preparation for war The United 
Front thus formed m die summer of 1934 was to sweep 
forward until it had brought down the Doumerguc 
Government, embraced the people of France as a whole in 
common action, produced amalgamation of the two trade 
umon congresses, and secured the electoral victorj'' of the 
Feople’s Front. As will be seen, this not merely added 
enormously to the strength of the working-class and anti- 
Fascist forces of France, but led to new and sharper deve- 
lopments of the conflict between the rismg power of the 
worfcmg-class and tht selflish and ternfled ruhng class of 
France 

the next chapter we shall see the formation of die 
Popular Front and the temporarj- victor}'— which might so 
easily have become consohdated and made the basis for 
further advance — of the popular struggle for power and 
for the improvement of conditions. 



CHAPTER V 


BUILDING THE POPULAR FRONT 

Demonstrations of I4th Jsily 1935 — Vrogramme of the Popular 
Pront—Elecforal victory— The strikes — Popular gams— 

Counter-attack and "pause’* 

The agreement on a United Front of the working- 
class, concluded in July 1934, was a signal achievement in 
the buildmg of a bulwark against Fascism and war, at a 
moment when Doumergue, diosen champion of reaction, 
was moving towards what seemed to be a personal 
Caesarean regime, and when all the Fascist organisations 
and the stdl more dangerous secret supporters of Fascism 
behind the government (Laval and the diiefs of the Comite 
des Forges) were mustering their strength for the ovcr- 
thiow of Repubhcan France, 

To beat back the danger of Fascism in France, to 
give a tolerable life for the masses of the French people, 
and to postpone and even avert the danger of war required, 
however, a wider grouping of forces than was provided 
by the United Front of the working-class parties. What 
was wanted was to establish m a different epoch and on a 
diflfeient basis that grouping together of the mass of the 
people which thirty years earlier, at the time of the Drey- 
fus case, discussed above in Chapter III, had defeated the 
attempts of reaction to underimnc Republican institutions 
and to place the working-class and peasantry m complete 
subjection. Certainly nothing less than this could beat 
back the inroads that Fascism had already made into 
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French pohtical life. In response to this need, the con- 
ception of a front not only of the working-class but of 
the whole mass of tlie people against the "200 Families” 
emerged as a neccssitj', not merely a "common front” of 
Socialists and Communists, but a Popular Front. It was 
the Communist Party of France which was die first to 
raise the question, and in the following way. 

In October 1934, when the congress of the great 
Radical-Socialist Party of France was about to be held at 
Nantes, Maurice Thore 2 , the General Secretary of the 
Communist Party, started the campaign by going to 
Nantes and dehvcrmg a speech m which he proposed a 
People’s Front for Liberty, Work, and Peace The Radi- 
cals at the beginning fought very shy of it. Some of 
their leadmg members held scats in die Doumergue Cabmet, 
and m the cabinets of 1935, even m the Laval Cabmet, 
Edouard Herriot remamed a Minister of State. By 
January 1935, however, great public meetings showed a 
vivid response to the conception of a People’s Front, and 
the demand for it grew into a real movement. 

Then came a very big step in advance. The League 
of the Rights of Man, formed in 1907 to defend the 
Repubhean mstitutions that had undergone such a severe 
threat durmg the Dreyfus case, brought the support of its 
180,000 members to the People’s Front On the 10th 
February 1935, the Sociahst and the Communist parties 
jomed m leadmg 100,000 Paris demonstrators to die Place 
de la Repubhque, there to honour the memory of those 
who had fallen a year earh'er m the fight agamst Fascism. 
It was clear that the united front of the working-class 
was powerful in itself and would form the strong core of 
any wider grouping. 

Meanwhile, in December 1934, the Communist Party 
had taken a further step. It proposed local elected com- 
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mittees of the People’s Front and again the response was 
immediate, the committees began to grow amongst die 
mass of the people. In May 1935 another step was taken, 
m the form of a Parliamentary grouping. A joint mcetmg 
of Socialist and Communist deputies held on the 28th 
May sent the followmg letter to the members of Radical 
and odier moderate Left-Wing groups* 

“Dear Colleague, 

"After examining at our joint meetmg the conditions of a 
concerted action agamst the (Flandin) Government’s financial 
proposals, the representatives of our two parties have agreed 
that m the present circumstances it would be of great interest 
if their agreement could be extended to the other parties of the 
Left We therefore mvite you to nominate delegates for tlie 
meeting to be held on Tliursday, 30th mstant, at 9-30 am. 

“For the Socialist Group; Leon Bltoi. 

"For the Commumst Group Ramette.” 

Thus by the early spring of 1935 theie existed the grow- 
mg "common front” of the worlung-class, now nearly a 
year old, the r-ipid giowth of local elected committees of 
the wider People’s Front, and finally the begmnings of 
Parliamentary joint action on die basis of the existing mass 
movement Tlie paihamentarians were not engaged merely 
m die ordmary parliamentary combinations or intiigues, 
but were leflectmg the will that had already begim to deve- 
lop amongst the people. 

At diis pomt the suggestion was made by another 
orgamsation — ^not a political party — ^diat the State festival 
of the 14th July (the Fall of the Bastille) should be made 
die occasion of a demonstration of the people’s unity 
against die 200 Families and the danger of war. This 
body was the “Amsterdam-Pleyel Movement”, the Comitc 
Mondial centre le Fascisme ct la Guerre, whidi, as already 
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mentioned, had arisen from the anti-war conference held 
in Amsterdam m the autumn of 1932. The great mass 
of trade unionists, co-operators, and mtellectuals present 
at that Amsterdam conference had realised the acute 
danger of war which was made obvious by the defence of 
Japanese aggression m Manchuria by the British Foragn 
Secretary, Sir John Simon, m the discussions at Geneva. 
This acqmescence in, or rather support of, the Japanese 
had encouraged them to seize more terntory by the bomb- 
ing of Shanghai. It was almost as though the delegates, 
stricken by me horror of the bombmg, had some premoni- 
tion of the similar horrors which were to take place seven 
years later in Western Europe. 

The 14th July 1935 

The idea thus launched was taken up. The 14th 
July celebrated not only the takmg of the Bastille but the 
gathermg together of all the forces m France that were, 
or claimed to be, m the revolutionary tradition. One 
thousand delegates, foUowed by half a mdhon French men 
and women, marched from the Bastille m Paris, and took 
the followmg oath. 

*We solemnly pledge ourselves to remam united for the 
dttence of democracy, for the disarmament and dissolution of 
me Fascist Leagues, to put our liberties out of reach of Fascism. 
We swear, on this day which hrmgs to hfe again the first victory 
of me Repubhc, to defend the democratic hberties conquered 
W the people of France, to give bread to the workers, work to 
the young, and peace to humanity as a whole.” 

The 14th July thus became a triumph of the People’s 
Front. In the succeedmg months of 1935, while Premier 
Laval was cooking up his pro-Mussohni plans with Sir 

h u Foreign Secretary, the parties in 

the French Parhament were gathermg opposition to the 

6 
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Laval Government, not only on its foreign policy but on 
its decree-laws for ”the defence of die franc” at the ex- 
pense of the masses; and at the same tune the programme 
of the Popular Front was being worked! out, There was 
much discussion; concessions had to be made, especially to 
the Radical-Soaalists, but eventually it was adopted as an 
election programme by the Socialists, by most of the Radical 
pndidates and by the Communists, who, whilst regarding 
It as only a minimum, g;ave it their full support. It was 
first published on the lldi January 1936, As this pro- 
gramme, unlike the contemporary British election pro- 
grammes, was precise where they were frequently vague 
(or as m the case of the National Government, dehberately 
deceptive — as Baldwin coolly explained to the House of 
^nmons a year later!), and summed up the urgent needs 
majority of die French population at that time, 
after five years of the effect of economic crisis, it merits 
ramer full treatment. It represents the world that we 
and our friends in France have lost — hope, only tempo- 
rarily. 

Programme of the Popxtlar Front 

preamble of the Programme demands ran as 
follows; — 

The prograitune of the immediate demands that the Ras- 
setnblement Populaire publishes to-day is the result of a unani- 
mous agreement between, the ten organisations represented on 
j Committee of die Rassemblemenf Liguc des Droits 

de 1 Homme, Comitc dc vigilance des intellcctuels anti-f,iscistes, 
Conute ^ndial contre Ic Fascisrae et la Guerre (Amsterdam- 
Heyel), Mouvement d’ancicns Comhattants, the Radical Party, 
the Sonalist Party, the Communist Party, the Socialist-Repub- 
lican Union, the Confdderation Gdnerale du Travail, and the 
ConfeddMtion Gendrale du Travail Umtairc 
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It should be noted that tins was no parliamentary combina- 
tion only, but contamed the wo great trade union federa- 
tions, one of them, die C G T , fnendly with die Sociahst, 
and the other, the CG.T.U., with die Communist Party. 
This was remarkable not merely as a sign of unity but also 
because the whole tradition of French trade unionism, 
unlike that of Britain, had been against participation in 
parhamentaty politics. Four other orgamsations joining 
in this programme were also aloof from party politics. 
The programme continued; 

"The programme is direcdy inspired bv the watchwords of 
» pirtics and organisations representing 

millions of human beings who have sworn to remain united, in 
accordance with their oadi, 'to defend democratic freedom, to 
^ve bread to the workers, work to the young, and peace to 
hmarnty as a whole’, have together sought the practical means 
or cmnmon, immediate, and connnuous action This programme 
is volMtamy limited to measures that can be immediately 
applied. The National Committee wishes every party and 
org^sation bdongmg to the Rassemblement Populaire to join 
common action without abandoning their own principles, 
doctrines, or ultimate objeedves ” 

The programme was in two parts— pohtical demands 
^^economic demands The political demands began 

"(1) Defence of Libertv 

(a) General Amnesty 

(b) Against the Fascist Leagues 

(i) Effective disarmament and dissolution of semi- 
M S. “ accordance with the law. 

cases of metraent to murder or of attempts 
{c\ T1 ?‘^Senng the safety of the State ^ 

( ) Tlie cleansmg of pubbe life, especially through the 
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enforcement of parliamentary disqualifications (i.e. 

inability of deputies to hold certain offices) . 

{d) The Press 

(i) Repeal of the infamous laws and decrees res- 
tiicting freedom of opmion. 

(ii) Reform of the Press by the adoption of legis* 
lative measures 

(tf) which will make possible tlie effective re- 
pression of slander and blackmail, 

(b) which will guarantee normal means of 
existence to journals, which will compel 
them to publish the source of tlicir finance, 
which wJl end the private monopohes of 
commercial pubhcity, and the scandals of 
financial pubhcity and which, finally, 
will prevent the formation of a Press trust, 

(ni) The organisation of State broadcasting messages, 
With the aim of ensurmg the accuracy of in- 
formation and the equahty of political and social 
organisations at the microphone 

(c) Trade Union Ltberim 

(i) Application and observance of trade umon 
rights for all; 

(ii) Observance of factory legislation conccmmg 
women 

(/) education and Freedom of Comctence 

(i) To safeguard the development of pubhc educa- 
tion, not only by the necessary grants, but also 
b> reforms such as the extension of compulsory 
attendance at school up to the age of fourteen, 
and, m secondary education, the proper selec- 
tion of pupils as an essential accompaniment of 
grants 

(u) To guarantee to all concerned, pupils and 
teachers, full freedom of conscience, particularly 
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by ensTinng the neutraKty of educatioii, its 
non-reIig!OUs character, and the otic rights of 
the teaching staff. 

(g) Cohw! temfones 

The setting up of a Parhamentary Commisaoa of 
Enquiry into the pohrical, economic, and cultural 
atuarion in France’s overseas temtones, especially 
m French North Africa and Indo-Chma.” 

It \7iil be seen that these proposals cover much of 
rvhat tve would describe as the defence of civil hfaerties in 
England, including the right of association in trade unions, 
women’s rights, and die freedom of the Press. But it also 
contained a measure applying to the colonies which, how- 
ever tentative (and probably die most to which the Radicals 
could be expected to assent at that stage) was at any rate a 
great advance on the previous position. 

The nest section of the Programme, dealing with the 
defence of peace, ran as follows: 

“(A) Appeal to the people, and parttcularly to the working 
masses, for coUafaoration in the maintenance and organisa- 
tion of peace. 

(B) International coUaborarion witbin the framework of the 

league of Nations for collective security, fay defining 
the aggressor and bv the automatic and joint application 
of sancrions in cases of aggression. 

(C) A ceaseless endeavour to pass from armed peace to dis- 
armed peace, first by a convention of hmitacion, and then 
by the general, simultaneous, and effecrivdy controlled 
reduction of a rmam ents 

(D) Nationahsacon of the war industries and suppression of 
private trade in arms 

(E) Repudiation of secret diplomacy: international action and 

pubhc negotiations to bnng back to Geneva the states 
which have left it, without weakening the constituent 
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principles of the League of Nations! collective security 
and indivisible peace. 

(F) Simplification of the procedure provided in the League of 

Nations Covenant for the pacific adjustment of treaties, 
which are dangerous to the peace of the world 

(G) Extension, especially m Eastern and Central Europe, of the 
system of pacts open to all nations, on the Imes of the 
Franco-Soviet Pact ” 

Again my readeis will recogmse, if their memory has 
not been oveilaid by lecent events, a standpoint very similar 
to that of kige sections of the British people, who mdeed 
on ceitain of these items had expiessed themselves un- 
equivocally to the tune of eleven millions in the famous 
Peace Ballot in the midsummer of 1935. Some of the 
items — such as (D), weie a matter of common discussion 
in America and in Britain, wheie they were strongly 
opposed by the Government, above all by Lord Hankey, 
men Secretary of the Cabmet and later Chancellor of the 
Duchy of Lancaster. Agam, Item E was clearly directed 
against the school of thought represented by Lord London- 
derry, who at diat time was in quite new mournmg over 
his departure from die Baldwm cabmet. 

The Economic Demands began with the “restoration 
of purchasing power destroyed or reduced by the crisis”, 
and were in dnee parts, the first appeahng mainly to the 
workmg-class, the second to the peasantry, and die third 
to all opponents of the finance ohgarchy and its tricks. 
They ran as follows* 

*1. "Bsstorahon of pnr chasing power destroyed or icdttced by 
we crisis. Against unemployment and the crisis m in- 
dvsfry 

(a) The establishment of a national un{anployment fund 
(») Reduction of the working week Without reduction 
of weekly wages. 
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(c) Drawing young workers into cmpIojTncnt by cstah- 
bshmg a system of adequate pensions for aged 
workers 

{d) The rapid carrying out of a scheme of large-scale 
works of pubhc utility, both urban and rural, linking 
local savmgs with schemes financed by the State and 
municipalities. 

Agaimt the agriciiltnral and conmercidl crisis 

{a) Revision of prices of agncultural produce, combmed 
with a fight against speculation and high prices, so as 
to reduce the gap between wholesale and retail paces. 

(b) In order to put an end to the levies taken by specu- 
lators from both producers and consumers, the 
setting up of a National Gram Board representing all 
sections concerned. 

(c) Support for agncultural co-operaaves, supply of 
fertilisers at cost pace by the National Boards for 
Nitrogen and Potash, control and ccrnfication of 
sales of superphosphates and other fertibsers, exten- 
sion of agncultural credits, reduction of Ica«dioId 
rents. 

(d) Suspension of distraints and the regulation of debt 
repayments 

(e) Pending the complete and earbest possible removal of 
all the mjustices infiicted by the economy decrees, 
the immediate repeal of measures affecting^ those 
groups whose conditions of bfe have been most 
severely endangered by these decrees. 

n. Against the robbery of savings and for a better orgamsa~ 

tion of credit 

{a) Regulation of banlang busmess 

{b) Regulation of balance sheets issued by banks and 
limited babibty compaiues. 

(c) Further regulation of the powers of directors of com- 
pames. 

(d) Prohibition of State servants who have retired, or are 
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on the reserved list, from being members of boards 
of directors of companies 

(e) In order to remove credit and savmgs from the control 
of the economic ohgarchy, to transform the Banque 
de France, now a pnvately owned bank, into the 

, Banque de la France (i.e to nationahse it). 

(/) Abolition of the Counal of Regents of the Bank of 
France. 

(g) Extension of the powers of the Governor of the 
Bank of France, under permanent control of a 
council composed of representatives of the executive 
authority, and representatives of the mam organised 
forces of labour and of industrial, commercial, and 
agricultural activity. 

(h) Conversion of the capital of the bank into bonds, 
with measures to safeguard the mterests of small 
holders. 

Agamst hnanaal Cormptton 

(a) Control of the trade m armaments, In conjunction 
With the nationalisation of war industnes. 

{b) Abolition of waste m the civil and mihtary dcp.irt“ 
ments 

(c) The settmg up of a War Pensions Fund. 

(d) Democratic reform of the tax system so as to relax 
the fiscal burden with a view to economic revival, 
and the finding of financial resources through 
measures directed against large fortunes (rapid 
steepening of the rates of tax on mcomes of over 
75,000 francs — reorganisation of dcatli-duties, taxa- 
tion of monopoly profits in such a way as to prevent 
any repercussion on the prices paid by consumers). 

(e) Prevention of fraud m connection with transferable 
securities. 

(/) Control of exports of capital, and punishment for 
evasion by the most ngorous measures, up to the 
confiscation of property concealed abroad or of its 
equivalent value m France” 
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This programme, it will be seen, was clear, precise, and 
definite. It was directed primarily agamst the “200 
Famihes” with their Fascist leagues, and especially agamst 
the “merchants of death”, the armament manufacturers. 
Positively, it held out to the people of France the revision 
of the Laval economy decrees, a st^dy market for the 
peasants, and full trade union rights and the shorter work- 
mg week for the factory worker. ' 

The Popular Front, based on the Sociahst and Com- 
munist Common or United Front and on the mass-elected 
Popular Front committees, answered the real needs of the 
people, liVmg under the threat of Fascism, reaction, and 
war. It was a French programme, but it corresponded to 
needs far beyond France In Spam, durmg these same 
months of 193 J, a similar programme and a similar group- 
mg of the people (the Frente Popolar) had been budt on 
the origmal Workers’ Umted Front (Workers’ Alhance) 
that was cemented m the Asturias rismg of October 1934. 
On the other side of the world, m Chma, a People’s Front 
was bemg built up m the form of a National United Front 
agaiMt the war of the Japanese aggressors, which was 
destined to have — and is still having — ^remarkable effects on 
the ^tory of Chma and the world. Nor was it limited 
to these three countries. Similar movements began to 
grow both m Europe and the Americas. The Indian 
Nation^ Congress m its election programme of 1936 set 
lorth demands not dissimilar from those of a People’s 
Front. It was the birth, one might almost say, of a new 
movement throughout large sections of mankind, who 
^0 realise more or less consciously the 
epoch in whiA they hved, and for whom the defeat of 
their ruhng class with its Faaaist tendencies was the only 
means of avoiding the commg war. In the case of Spam, 
the electoral struggle took place m February 1936 and 
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resulted in an overwhelming defeat of the leacrionary 
parties and the clique of mihtarists. In Spain the anta- 
gonisms were so clear and sharply defined that the moment 
it appeared that die Fiente Popolai would be victorious 
General Sanjurjo went to Berlin and diere obtained the 
help of Hitler for the foithcommg rebellion, already 
planned, of himself and Generals Franco and Mola. 

Thus the Popular Fiont was an event of enormous 
significance, not only for France but for die whole of 
Europe and beyond Europe. This was immediately per- 
ceived by the ruhng classes of all the major countries, who 
kept a watchful eye on France and on Spam, and on any 
signs of similar movements in their own populadons The 
People’s Front had only to come mto existence to find 
arrayed agamst it all the forces of reaction, in Italy and 
Germany, in Spain and Bntam, in America and France. 

British OprosmbN to Popular Front 

In Britain there were two different foims of opposi- 
tion to the conception of the People’s Front. Open re- 
actionaries dreaded it as Hitler dreaded it. They saw in it 
the gadiermg of die mass of the people around the leader- 
ship of the working-class It spelt foi diem the end of 
the roguery and corruption, the profiteering and war- 
mongeiing, of their regime. But there was anodier 
opposition to the People’s Front expressed in every country 
of Europe by the Social-Democrats, the old leaders of the 
Labour movement. In France and in Spam diat opposi- 
tion was largely overcome for a time; but it remained in 
full force m the northern countries of Europe and was 
voiced most vehemendy by the leaders of die British Labour 
Party and the Trade Union Congress Tliey had been 
opposed to die Umted Front of the working-class and 
were even more opposed to its extension mto a Popular 
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Front. The view was very frequently expressed by the 
British labour leaders (unaware that withm a few years 
they would' be tafang their places in a non-Sociahst National 
Government in Bntam) that opposition to the People’s 
Front was necessary on the ground that as pure Socialists 
they could not have anythmg to do with a movement which 
mduded or might include middle-class people who were 
not also convmced Sociahsts. This argument is not in 
fact historically correct from a Socialist point of view. 
The foimders of scientific Socialism, Marx and Engels, 
whilst always laying the greatest possible stress on the in- 
dependent programme and organisation of the workmg- 
class, and striving to make the workers conscious of them- 
selves as a class, with iheir own programme and their own 
orgmisation, held the view that joint action between the 
proletariat and tlie middle classes was possible under certain 
conations. It was one of the weaknesses of the Labour 
and Socalist movements of most European countries during 
the earher ^entieth century that they allowed the 
peasantry and other sections of the lower middle classes to 
^ influenced by reacnon and brought under its banner. 

S J f Versailles 

ireaty, had a drwdful sequel in the victory of Hitler. 
The importance of the Popular Front movement m France 
that « avoided this weakness and setXut thftask 

and "-Kction, Fascism 

Before the Elections 

of the 

''W TO Government. 

Laval pact tS nS die Hoate- 

P ‘ The Executive Committee of the Radical 
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Paity met on the 18th January and decided all but un- 
anunously that tlie metliods of M Laval were “contrary 
to the doctrines of the Radical Party”. Tins meant that 
Herriot had to leave the Government. Tlie new Chairman 
of the Radical Party, now elected, was M. Daladier, who 
had been Prime Minister at the time of the Fascist co\i^ 
d’etat m February 1934; m the previous year he had been 
veermg more and more towards the Left, had appeared 
pubhcly m the spring of 1935 on platforms along witli 
Socialist and Communist leaders (the latter association a 
thing unheard of befoie) and was now frequently to be 
heaid denouncmg the “200 Famihes”. This new cliief 
of the Radical Party was indeed thoroughly committed to 
support of the Front Populaire and its programme against 
the “200 Famihes” and the danger of war. 

A few days later the Radical ministers handed their 
resignations to M. Laval, and the Laval Government fell. 
It was succeeded by a government with a Radical premier, 
M Sarraut, with M Fland'm as Minister for Foreign Affairs. 
(It was the representatives of this government which 
attended the funeral of King George the Fifth.) 

It was clear diat the Sarraut-Flandin Government 
could be no more than a stop-gap before the end-of-April 
elections It was clear also throughout Europe tliat the 
elections would mean a big swing to the Left, a blow to 
Fascism m France. Everyone was looking forv'ard to 
these elections with a certain suspense. But Hitler struck 
quickly before the Front Populaire programme could get 
its parliamentary majority. The Sarraut Government had 
ratified tb ’Franco-Soviet Pact, and had passed a law against 
the Fasciit' Leagues in France, when on 7th March Hitler 
sent troops mto the demilitarised Rhineland and denounced 
the treaties of Locarno As I have already explained in 
Chapter III, the French Government made ready to mobi- 
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Iise and looked to the British Cabinet, which advised them 
to do nothing at all, except, of course, appeal to die League 
of Nations— whose potency had )ust been utterly destrojed 
bv the miserable business of the Hoare-Laval deal over 
Abysrinia— and itself sent a questionnaire to Hitler. 

Just a few weeks before the election, the two trade 
union congresses of France, the Confederation Generale du 
Travail (CGT.) and the Confederation Generale du 
Travail Umtaire (CGT.U.), were formally amalgamated. 
This was of great significance for the success of the Popmar 
Front and was to be sdil greater in die future, 
Confederation Generale du Travail (dissolved by l^Iarshal 
Petam in the late autumn of 1940) had had a very 
chequered career for over fort)' years. It was m the early 
’90’s that Fernand Pellouder gathered togeAer the Bourses 
de Travail, or Trades Councils of France, in a Federation. 
As the national unions grew, the proposal was soon made 
to set up an all-embracing body. This came into being 
with the beginmng of the century, but its basis difiered 
from that of the British Trades Union Congress, in diat 
It retained the affiliation of the trades councils which had 
been ejected from the British Trades Union Congress in the 
middle ’90’s, on the motion of Mr. John Burns. The 
mote vigorous local life of French trade uniomsm as com- 
pared With British trade uniomsm is largely attributable 
to the inclusion of these Bourses de Travail in the Confe- 


deration Generale du Travail. The "C.G.T.” developed 
rapidly to a militant attitude m the early years of this 
century, when the trade union leaders in the United King- 
dom were still mainly attached to the politics of the 
Liberal Party and many of them sat in Parliament as 
Liberals There had. however, been a strain of anarchism in 
the ongms of the CGT. which led to what is nowadays 
called an anarcho-syndicalist attitude to parliamentary 
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institutions, but m the years before the wai was called 
quite simply “syndicalism”. The French trade unions 
took no part in electoral struggles and rehed entirely on 
the fighting strength of their organisations in any conflicts 
tliat might arise witli the employers. During the war of 
1914-18, howevei, there came a veiy great change. The 
CG.T. dropped its intiansigent attitude and co-operated 
very closely with the war governments of France After 
the war, there was a rift m the lute; ui 1920 the CG.T. lost 
heavily, and the next year lost still more heavily by a split 
in Its ranks. The Confederation Generale du Travail 
Unitaire was formed in 1921, and for fifteen years there- 
after the French trade union movement was split from top 
to bottom, with two tiade union congresses functioning. 
Besides these, there was and always had been a certain 
number of “Christian Trade Unions”, organised under 
the patronage of the Catholic Church and a rather smaller 
number of what were briefly called “yellow” unions, or, 
to use the American expression, “company unions”, 
organised under the influence of the employers. 

With forces thus diriided, the working-class of France 
in these fifteen years had suffered defeat after defeat, 
especially after the 1929-33 economic crisis, during which 
years the standard of living was cut by 30 pei cent, or 
nearly one-third. The CG.T.U to a large extent followed 
the lead of the Communist Party of France, but tlic C G T. 
itself could not be said to follow the French Socialist Party, 
but remained entrenched in its old syndicalism. One of 
the most important developments of the movement towards 
a united front of the worWng-class was tlic rappiochemeiit 
between the two trade union congresses, Tliis developed 
tliroughout 1934-y, and m September 193 J simultaneous 
congresses of the two federations were held, at each of which 
the principle of trade union unity was fully approved. 
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Fusion by industries Tras taking place during the \rinter 
of 1935-6. and finally in May 1936 a Congress of the now 
united CGT. was held. Both these bodies, which were 
formally separate, had adhered to the People’s Front, As 
a united body they were an enormous factor of strength, 
strength which was to be multiplied mamfold in the sum- 
mer months of 1936. When the working-dass of France 
thus finally attamed unitj- of trade uiuon organisations, 
the two trade unions together had less than one million 
members (600,000 CG.T.; 300,000 CG.T.U.); by the 
end of 1936 they had nearly five milhon members and were 
the largest trade union movement of any capitalist country. 
The elections m France took place withm a mondv of the 
fusion of Ae two trade union bodies, and the results of 
these elections enabled the workers of France to start on 
the struggle to wm back all they had lost in the years of 
schism. 

The Elections 


Elections in France, as m the U S A , but not as in 
^ntam, occurred at regular feed mtervals of four rears. 
Wo government could in practice use the threat of a dis- 
^ution to bmg the French Members of Parh’ament to heel, 
ine d^oral method also difiered in that there was a 
second baUot, the purpose of which was to avoid the situa- 
faon whi^ has so frequently happened in this countrv— 
tuat an can represent the minoritr of those votms, 
m cases whae there are several candidates. It is theore- 

a cont^ where, say, 50,000 votes are cast, 17,000 might 
I 1^000 Labour, 14,000 Liberal, L 

the K such were the results the Conserva- 

^ewodd be elected though he would represent, it is 
, only about one-third of the votes cast. In France, 
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on the other hand, unless one of the candidates had an 
absolute majority over all the others in the first ballot, a 
second ballot had to be held a week later. In this the lowest 
candidate would normally diop out; other candidates, 
having tested their strength, would often retire and leave 
their supporters to vote for the one they liked nest best. 
This led m the past to arrangements between parties who 
were prepared to combme against their chief opponents; 
for esample, what was called a Cartel des Gauches, or Left 
bloc, was more than once formed between various Radical 
parties and the Sociahsts. Under this Caitel des Gauches 
the Soaalist or Radical candidate would withdraw in the 
second ballot m favour of the other in order to prevent 
the more reactionary Right Wmg candidate bemg elected. 
Similar arrangements took place amongst the Right Wing 
parties. On the occasion of the 1936 elections, die agree- 
ment on the programme of the Popular Front carried with 
It as corollary an electoral arrangement by which each party 
of the Popular Front went to the polls in the first ballot 
and m the second ballot (if one was needed) concentrated 
on whichever Left candidate was m the lead; in some 
cases, of course, the candidate most likely to win was by 
previous arrangement put forward alone from the outset 

The result of the ballots held at the end of April and 
the beginning of May 1936 was a sweepmg victoiy- for 
the parties of the Popular Front. Out of some 618 seats, 
378 fell to the Popular Front, of the remainder the Right 
Wing parties gamed at the expense of the Centre parties. 

The actud figures are as follows' 
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Nw Chamber OW Chamber 


Right 

Conservatives U R D (Mann 
Group) and Popular Demo- 
crats (Catholics) 

122 

lOJ 

Centre 

Left Repubhcans and Inde- 
pendent Radicals) 

11« 

164 

Left 

Radicals 

116 

118 


Sociahst Union (Paul-Bon- 
cour) and other small Left 
Parties 

36 

66 


Sodahsts 

M6 

101 


Communists 

72 

10 


Others 

10 

11 



618 

61S 


The table is taken from Alexander Perth’s DesUiiy of 
France, and while the vagueness of pohtical afiSliation of 
some of the French Members of Parhament makes for a 
margm of error, it can be taken as fairly correct.* 

The total votes cast were as follows: 


Right Groups 
Centre Groups 
Radicals 

Small Left Groups 
Sociahsts 
Communists 
Others 

Of the separate parties — ^because the above seven 
groupings include a large number of parties — ^the Social- 


1936 

1932 

2,214,000 

2,262,000 

1,938,000 

2,221,000 

1,461,000 

1,801,000 

118,000 

111,000 

1,922,000 

1,931,000 

1,103,000 

794,000 

91,000 

81,000 


*It should be mentioned that the Socialists, who are shown jn this table 
M iating 101 members m the old Chamber, had secured 129 seats at the 
of that Chambec in 1932, their numbers bad been reduced bj- a 
wbsequw spht and the fonnatioa of the "Neo-Sociahst” group, headed 
r SM and Marquet, who have since turned to Fascism. 
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ists were first, one of the Right parties was second, and 
the Communists weie third. In the department of the 
Seme, Paris and its immediate neighbourhood, die Com- 
mumsts with 300,000 votes were the strongest single party. 

It IS perhaps worth recalhng that the elections of tliat 
year 1936 were almost the last free or relatively free elec- 
tions held in the major capitalist countries. Since tlien, 
m Spam, the victory of the rebel Franco, aided by Mussolim 
and Hitler and connived at by Chamberlam, has fimshed 
with elections. In France, the elections were postponed 
before this present war began; m Britain the elections due 
last autumn have been postponed; m Japan the elections 
in the begmnmg of 1936, which showed a swing to the 
Left, were followed by an attempted coup d’etat and ex- 
tensive murders of pohticians, mcludmg a Prime Mmister, 
and since then no elec&ons have been held.’‘‘ 

The New Government 

It was clear immediately that tlie Popular Front had 
won and that when die new Parliament assembled m die 
first week of June Leon Blum, the leader of die strongest 
party m the Popular Front, i.e. the Sociahsts, would be 
called upon to form a government. How was this Govern- 
ment to be composed? The Executive of the Radical 
Party met on die 13di May and decided dicy would fully 
assist m the formation of the Government. On the next 
day the Communist Party and the CG.T. decided diat 
they would not partiapate m the Government — to which 

*Until a couple of monclis ago I inyscif thought that relatjvcl) iftt 
elcenons amongst the big capitalist poitcrs could still be found, if nouhere 
else, in the USJl, but the remarkable revelations contained in the llth 
November number of the New RrfuWic— a journal whose support of 
Roosevelt is unimpeachable — showed that mmocity parties had been pcc- 
vented from cvcrcismg tlicir electoral rights in semethmg like half of the 
forty-eight United States 
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they had received a formal invitation — but would support 
It and co-opeiatc with it, A day later, on the I5tli, Leon 
Blum spoke of the “cordial and warm tone" of the decisions 
taken by the trade unions of France and the Communist 
Party of France. The comment of Alexander W^ertli in 
his Destiny of France on these decisions runs as follows: 

"For the Communist refusal he (Blum) w as secretly relict cd 
'—though he never openly admitted it, he knew them to be 
troublesome customers; and he also knew that even a partly 
Communist government would mike i bid impression abroad— 
especially m England, and the first principle of Blum’s foreign 
pohey was to keep on good terms with England ” 

Accordingly, on the 4th of June, within a day or two 
after the meeting of the new Chamber, the Sarraut Govern- 
ment TMigned, and for the first time the Socialist Party of 
France headed a goveinment. Tlic new Cabinet was com- 
posed as follows: 


( 2 ) 


(1) fremer ami Muinters of State. Blum. Chautemps (Radical), 

Vjolcttc (Socialist 

An'S of War; Pierre Cot. 

Air, and another Radial as Minister of Marine (all Radicals) 

( 7 ) ASiistr?r*o£'“’ 
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Before this new government of France, resulting from 
the formation of the Popular Front and its victory in the 
elections, could formulate its programme of legislation, its 
immediate measures were hastened and determined by a 
movement of the people themselves, indicative at once of 
their economic distress and of their detcrmmation. Even 
as the Government was in process of formation m the last 
days of May and the first week of June, there broke out a 
series of great strikes in France, 

The Great Strikes 

Beginnmg m Pans, the workers of France m industry 
after industry came out on strike for their immediate 
economic demands. Strikes spread rapidly. The demands 
varied, but the determination to win back what they had 
lost was the same everywhere. Between 1930 and 193 J 
alone, the total wage bill of France had fallen by 30 per 
cent From 1933 onwards there had been a further 'drop, 
due to the Laval policy of deflation. The workers had 
been awaiting the moment when they could restore their 
position and make a new advance. By the end of the first 
week in June about one milhon workers were on strike, 
and the strikes were spreadmg. They covered an enormous 
number of trades, such as motor works, aeroplane works, 
mines, textiles, printers, oil distillers, paper mills, cement 
workers, builders, food factories, etc., etc. Even the drivers 
of the “Black Marias” struclc, and the prison vans had to 
be driven by the police inspectors’ Most remarkable of all, 
the shop assistants in the great departmental stores of Pans, 
•who had been completely outside the influence of trade 
unionism and whose wages were miserably low, came out 
on strike, formed themselves into a union, and became 
part of the tidal wave of recruits to the C.G.T. 

The result was an overwhelming victory for the work- 
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ing-class. They won their demands, and one of the first 
tasks of the Government was to preside over the meetings 
held bets^reen the employers’ federation and the CGT., 
and thereafter to embody the results in parhamentary 
measures. To tell the whole story of those strikes, which 
startled Europe by their umversahty, vigour, and disciplme, 
would take up too many pages of tius book, but there are 
certain points to which it is necessarj’’ to call attention. 

First of all, why did the strikes take place at that 
particular time^ An interestmg answer to this is given 
by Mr. Werth, who was on the spot as the correspondent 
of the Manchester Gnat d tan He says* 

“The Press of the Right was much perturbed, 'they are 
asking for thmgs that can be given them only by an Act of 
Parhament’, the hittamtgeani wailed, ‘the employers simply don’t 
Imow what to reply to such demands ’ But with a sound instinct, 
the working-class knew that note was the time to bring pressure 
to bear on Parliament It was a propitious moment Blum 
had been showing signs of weakness— had he not, on May 10, 
ttarted his pre-govemmental career by — reassuring the bankers? 
His government must be forced— or helped, as the case may be 
~to push through Parhament the essential Labour clauses of the 
Front Populaire programme, not gradually (as he had announced 
on May 10) but quickly.” 

Secondly, what was it that made the strikes so formid- 
able It was that the workers remained m occupation of 
the factories They were "stay-m strikes”, of a kind that 
nad never been witnessed' before in France (It had 
happened in 1920 m Italy, but not on any great scale and 
thereafter not m any European country until now, June 
1936.) The workers ceased work, but remamed by their 
benches. They spent the mght m the factories, organised 
factory and departmental committees, arranged their food 
supphes, kept everything clean, tidy, and in order but — 
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did not work. This, of course, was “not allowed”, as the 
King of Wurtemberg protested at the time of the Revolu- 
tion of November 1918, when his courtiers told him that 
the crowd was singing revolutionary songs in the courtyard 
of his castle. 

The working-class for the moment had ceased to create 
surplus value. The employers were helpless. As was 
shown afterwards by incautious statements by Ministers, 
there were some Radicals who felt that it was the duty of 
the State to drive the workers out of the factories at the 
pomt of the bayonet. But no move was made towards 
this. It was impossible for the new Government even to 
dream of any such step. The employers knew this; the 
workers knew it even better, and had chosen their time 
well. 

There could be no importation of blacklegs or strike- 
breakers, there could be nothmg done by the employers 
except to surrender. And surrender they did. On the 
7th June the General Federation of Employers, who had 
been meeting the delegates of the CG.T. m the Hotel 
Matignon under the chairmanship of Leon Blum, concluded 
the "Matignon Agreement”, by which they substantially 
conceded the demands of the stiikers. 

Next, what were the main demands which had to be 
and were made effective by Act of Parliament’ The legis- 
lation passed within a few hours of the Matignon Agree- 
ment established in prmciple: 

(a) the forty-hour week without loss of pay, 

(b) fourteen days’ paid holidays in every year, 

(c) collective agreements m every workshop, to be super- 
vised by shop stewards directly elected by the men; 

(d) steps towards restoration of the w.igc cuts, etc,, inflicted 
by the Doumerguc-Laval decrees. 

It should be noted that the demand for the forty- 
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hour week put forth and secured by the workers them- 
selves in these strikes went considerably beyond the pro- 
gramme of the Front Populaire, which had spoken only 
of “a shorter week”. At a leap the working-class of France 
gained m prmciple the clear concession of shorter hours 
3ian m any other major capitalist country. 

In adition, there was an immediate rise in wages, 
varymg m normal cases from 10 to IJ per cent; but in 
the case of particularly low-paid workers, or m sweated 
factories where there had been no trade umonism, the 
increase was as much as 50 per cent and even more. Never- 
theless the workers, beginnmg to know their power, were 
feehng that they had not gamed enough, and m spite of 
the Matignon Agreement of the 7th June strikes contmued 
to spiead for some tune. On the 8th June, nearly half a 
milhon mmers came out on strike m the North of France. 
On the 9th, msurance employees resorted to the^ stay-in 
strike, while 100,000 textile workers came out for a 
10 per cent mcrease m wages, which they presently got. 
On the 10 th still more Pans dressmakmg establishments 
came out, and on the 11th the Pans hotels and lestaurants. 
It began to be clear, however, that there was a danger of 
certam elements trymg to get^the strikes to go on to a 
stage where their contmuation would begm to benefit the 
employers Maurice Thorez, General Secretary of the 
Commumst Party, made a speech on the 11th June, in 
which he laid emphasis on proletarian disciphne and the 
necessity of knowing both when to come out on strike 
and when to return Withm a short tame thereafter the 
wave of strikes came to an end 

There were, however, throughout the summer a 
number of further strikes, especially m industries or work- 
shops where employers were failmg to carry out the Matig- 
non Agreement. 
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Finally, what was the effect on trade unionism? 
French trade union membership, which m March had 
amounted to less than one milhon, rose in three months to 
' two and a half .millions; within a twelve-month, as already 
mentioned, there were five million members of the C.G.T., 
which thus became the largest trade union body m any 
capitalist countr)', outstnppmg both the Amencan organi- 
sation and the British Trades Union Congress. Since 
Britam and Ameiica contain a much larger populauon 
(40,000,000 m France) and since Britain in parocular has 
a very much larger proportion of its population engaged 
in industry than any other country, this increase in the 
numbers of the C G.T. meant that France had become the 
most "trade-unionist” coimtry in the world outside the 
Soviet Union. 

It is difficult for us to measure exactly the effect of 
this, because in Bntam trade unionism has in the mam 
been of a slower growth, and it was only that sudden and 
tumultuous growth that rendered possible the enthusiasm 
and high spint of resolve that began to be tlie mark of 
the French working-class. 

Potentialities of the Popular Front 

The victory of the working-class meant an enormous 
increase in the strength of the Front Populaire. Its back- 
bone was the working-class of France, and now the great 
increase of the C.G.T. strengthened the whole Front 
Populaire, and enabled the CG.T. itself to play a much 
bigger part than had been possible in the mitial stages The 
C.G.T., with the local elected committees of the Front 
Populaire (Radicals, Soaahsts, Communists), were able to 
keep a watchful eye on the events of the succeedmg months 
and to give full assistance to the Government where need 
be m carrymg out the programme Much, of course, re- 
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mamed to be done, m particular the concessions carried out 
in principle by the laws passed m the second week of June 
had to be brought into application by negotiation of details 
m the vanous industries. 

The fortnight’s hohday with pay was apphed imme- 
diately and restored the fortunes of die small shop-keepers 
and lodging-house keepers m the coastal towns and holiday 
resorts of France, as well as gmng the workers this great 
benefit. For the first time in their history, Cannes, Nice, 
Monte Carlo, and the other towns of the French Riviera 
saw the workmg-class and the mass of the people of their 
own country occupying the hotels and beaclies, and crowd- 
ing out the English and American milhonaires and White 
Russian mipes. 

But the enforcement of the law on the forty-hour 
working week was left to the Government to realise m 
industry after industry by admmistrative action. It was 
not until September that the mines went on to a forty- 
hour week, and the process contmucd with one trade after 
another The enforcement of collective agreements and 
of the system of elected shop stewards met with considerable 
resistance from many employers, who tried to evade the 
Matignon Agreement and the laws The Government had 
to intervene again and agam to secure the carrymg mto 
practice of the June legislation 

Meantime, m the course of the first nine months, 
other parts of the programme of the Front Populaire were 
put mto effect The "Office du Ble” was created for the 
benefit of the peasantry. This regulated the price of grain, 
prevented the wild speculation which had robbed peasant 
and consumei alike, and ensured a guaranteed price for 
Ae tiller of the sod Steps were taken to deal with the 
Fascist Leagues An Act was passed to nationalise the 
armament firms, and finally, the hydra-headed Bank of 
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France was brought to some extent under Government 
control. Its constitution was altered, and the despotism 
of the ‘*200 Families" was modified. The Bank of France 
had for years behaved almost openly as a power that 
dictated to the Government of Fiance. It would have been 
difficult a generation ago for English readers even to begin 
to understand this, but it is easier now, since even the 
discreet Banlc of England has been more visible in the service 
of reaction than before, one may recall the way in which 
it handed over the Czech gold to the Nazis in the summer 
of 1939, without in any way consultmg Parliament or the 
general opinion of the people of the country. 

In the case of France the pressure exeicised by the 
Bank on the Government was offensively obvious. It used 
even to publish communiques in which it indicated its 
marching orders for the Government. For example, early 
in 1935, when the Government of M, Flandin had desired 
a more flexible discount policy, the Regents of the Bank 
of France expressed their decision in this semi-official state- 
ment: 

“The Bank will discount Government Bills, but only within 
certain lunits It does not wish to find itself m the position of 
having to wonder what the signature of the State is worth It 
will remain master of its own discount policy . , . M Flandin’s 
Government has some praiseworthy actions to its credit. The 
Budget was voted m good time By opposing the abohtion of 
the economy decrees, it has shown a sound instinct Its economic 
measures — though a little less certain — nevertheless deserve a 
good mark m view of the difficulties of the situation. This good 
mark has been given to M Flandin in the form of credit facilities. 
These credit facilities may not prove sufficient He will .ask for 
more credit Our reply will then depend on whether we arc 
satisfied with the actions of the government during the first 
respite wc have given it as a reward for its present determination 
to defend the currency.” 
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It IS doubtful wbether, say, the Germaa Governor of 
occupied France could improve on this hectormg and 
patromsing tone of addressmg the French administration. 
It was quite clear that France had been subjugated by the 
“200 Fainihes”, who had all the airs of cojiquerors over a 
subject population; their powers were now reduced some- 
what, but imfortunately — as will appear — only temporarily. 

With this hst of changes it can be seen that the process 
of carrj'mg out the programme went on fairly steadily 
throughout 1936, and up to the early months of 1937. 
The moment after any substantial workmg-class advance 
is always the most dangerous, for it is at such a time that 
all the cunmng and experience of reaction is brought to 
bear; and it was mevitable that the French finance ohgarchy 
should react with luolent hostihty and launch a formidable 
counter-attack. The first sign of this came m March 1937, 
when the timid Premier Blum announced that there must 
be a “pause” m carrjong out the programme. This pause 
had been imposed on him by French finance, co-operatmg 
With the rulmg class of Britam; the admission of this pause 
was the beginmng of the defeat of the Popular Front 
The Popular Front still had potentialities, it remained m 
bemg; and the process of its defeat was to extend over many 
months and years; but this pause of March 1937 was the 
first significant reverse. With this process I must deal m 
the next chapter. 



CHAPTER VI 


DEFEAT OF THE POPULAR FRONT 

Fmauaal pi essui e — Cun ency imntpuktm — 3tm yields — Further 
Fascist developments — The Cagoiilmds 

Confronted by the determination of the working-class, 
as shown among other thmgs by the wave of strikes of 
June 1936, the French capitalists retreated and made con- 
cessions, in order to gain a bieathing space diirrag which 
they could reorganise their own ranks and begm the work 
of undermimng and if possible cancelling the gams won 
by the working-class. What were they to do? Tliey 
could not set up an effective opposition m Parliament. 
Immediately Gignoux, the representative of the Comite 
des Forges and newly-chosen head of tlie Confederation 
of Employers, said in that month of June, “We have no 
intention of participating m the classic Parliamentary game, 
because the driving force for action quite clearly lies out- 
side Parliament.” Amongst the forces “outside Parlia- 
ment” were, they hoped, the resuscitated Fascist Leagues. 
The attempt was made to put forward Doriot, the renegade 
Communist and Mayor of St. Denis, as a leader m place of 
the rather fly-blown Count de la Rocque, but the only 
effect at this stage was to give tlie appearance of a split in 
the Fascist forces, and neither Doriot nor de la Rocque 
could make any headway against the mass movement m 
the year 1936 

But there was one method that could be used witliout 
waiting, a method in which passive support or active help 
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might come from tlic City of London, if not the British 
Government itself, namely, financial pressure This finan- 
cial pressure began to be applied verj'- early m the life of 
the Blum Government, and it was effective first in bring- 
ing about tlie devaluation of the franc on the 2yth Septem- 
ber 1936 (the same day on which the miners received 
their forty-hour week! , and six months later in compclimg 
Premier Blum to announce “the Pause”. 

The Devaluation or the Franc 

The public finances of France had become chaotic, as 
they had been several times smcc the 1914-18 war. Before 
that war, the franc used to exchange at just over 25 to tlie 
£ and was worth about 9J4d., both currencies being of 
course on a gold basis At the end of the war the franc 
had sunk and remained at between 100 and 200 to the £ 
for a number of years. This helped French exporters, but 
It lobbed both the working-class, smee it meant mflation 
and high prices, and also the peasantry, who had invested 
their small savings 

When Poincare was called in about 1927 to save the 
situation, he raised the franc from the value of about Id. 
to approximately 2d , and then formally legalise its deva- 
luation, fixing It at about 124 to the £ This meant that 
all State loans were now repayable in paper that had sunk 
to one-fifth of its previous level. British invcstois as well 
as French were hit by this, getting in effect 4s. in the £ 
on their French investments, and their complamts were 
strongly voiced by the Labour Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Ml. Phillip Snowden, who denounced it as a partial repu- 
(hation of State debts and only a little bettei (i.e 4s. in 
the £) than Bolshevism In the collapse of 1931 sterlmg 
went off the gold standard ("pushed off by the Bank of 
France”, said many City critics) and for a litde while the 
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franc was the more stable currency. But presently France 
itself was affected by the world economic crisis and once 
more the franc fell uito serious difficulties, which were 
accentuated by the "flight fiom the Franc”, which was a 
regular feature of every time of financial difficulty. 

This flight was not, of course, merely a cowardly act 
of "that cad among the gods, Mammon”; it was a recog- 
nised method by which pressure was put on French govern- 
ments by the Paris Bourse and financial sharks and’ specula- 
tors. 

In 1936 such a flight was again one of the forms of 
the counter-offensive agamst the Popular Fiont. In con- 
junction with the forces of the City of London the French 
financial oligarchy started a rapid esxport of capital from 
the spring onwards, until by flhe autumn forty milliards 
of francs had taken flight The Government stiove “to 
defend the franc”, and M. Vincent Auaol announced an 
issue of Baby Bonds for small investors, which be launched 
on the 17th July, at the same time giving an assurance that 
the franc would not be devalued "The Banks”, says Mr. 
Werth, "were reluctant to subscribe to it”; for its success 
would have spoded their plans. Usually it had been the 
policy of the Banlt of France, hke that of the Bank of 
England, to favour deflation, which would make money 
(their commodity) dearer, and to oppose inflation (which 
would cheapen it). But deflation, as the Miners’ Federa- 
tion learned in die United Kingdom m 192 S, after the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Winston ChurduU, had 
put the pound back on to the gold standard, meant imme- 
diate and drastic wage cuts and a general lowermg of the 
people’s standard of living. This deflation policy had been 
faiAfully carried out in 1934 and 193 J by Doumergue 
and Laval, with a consequent additional effective reduction 
of the total wages bill, which had already during the eco- 
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nomic crias sunk by nearly one-third. 

This policy, however, was no longer possible, and there 
was, moreover, a section of financial opmion which stood 
for devaluation, since it enabled French exporters to under- 
cut their competitors m the world market. Paul Reynaud, 
the apostle of devaluation from 1934 onwards, had urged 
this policy on the new mmistry, but it had refused to adopt 
it and had tried instead the Auriol Baby Bonds for small 
investors. Such bonds had worked well m the U.S.SR., 
and they thought that they would work in the French 
Repubhc There was, however, one significant difFerence, 
that real power m the French Repubhc was not yet m the 
hands of the working-class and the mass of the people; and 
the Baby Bonds were strangled in their fina n cial cradle by 
the banks, who were able m September to force through 
devaluation 

Another form of the counter-ofEensive was a dehberate 
campaign of sabotage agamst French mdustry and national 
economy. The measure for nationalisation of the arms 
mdustry was impeded m every possible way, and every 
attempt was made to provoke difiEculties m the workshops 
so as to present the picture of the Government measures 
causmg chaos in mdustry. I have said above that the 
French finance ohgarchy were actmg along with some of 
their fellows m the City of London. There would be few 
with knowledge who would deny this, although actual 
proof of these exceedingly pnvate transactions and agree- 
ments IS not perhaps easy to find. The outcome, however, 
was clear enough, the devaluation was carried through by 
a tripartite agreement of France, Britam, and the Umted 
States. This gave Britam, and to a less degree the U.S.A., 
a stranglehold over French finance. It was agreed diat 
It should^^ be called not devaluation but “ahgnment of 
currencies . Tins was the phrase used m the three-Power 
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declaratloa of the 25th September 1936. M. Blum, havmg 
to choose between a resistance m which he might well wm 
a victory for the Popular Front and a surrender which 
was bound to be the first stage on the journey to final 
defeat, chose the easier course. He disguised this surrender 
by a display of enthusiasm, and m his speech on the 26th 
September to the Press, he spoke of the co-operation of 
the three great democraaes and "paid warm personal tn- 
butes to Mr. Neville Chamberlam and Mr. Morgentfaau”. 
Mr. Werth, in his Destmy of France, p. 335, quotes M. 
Blum as follows: 

"I think It is for the first tune in history that three Great 
Powers have informed world opimon by a public document of 
their will to make a joint effort for tlie restoration of normal 
monetary and economic relations and to arrive at that material 
pacification which is a condition and a forerunner of political 
pacification I beheve tbs to be a pohtical event of the first 
importance It is not true, as some papers have suggested, 
that this document was simply a httle tnck for camouflaging the 
real meamng of the financ^ operation. . . The latter is not a 

sudden expedient or a measure imposed on us by this or that 
special consideration, though naturally the operation was not 
unconnected with certain events. . In spite of the great 
difficulties wbch we shall do our best to overcome, I tlimk we 
have a nght to consider our decision as one of the elements 
which will tend above all to faahtate international agreements 
and peace among nations ” 

It is mteiestmg, if heart-rending, to speculate on the 
very different course histoiy might have taken if M Blum 
had stood firm at this tune. A challenge to the powers 
of Finance and Reaction at this time would probably have 
succeeded; it would have been followed by a very different 
attitude in the French and Bntish governments to the 
Spanish struggle; the Spanish Repubhean Government 
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would have won, Hider and Mussolini would have suffered 
a set-back, there would have been no Munich, and prob- 
ably no world war. 

But It was not to be. M. Blum, like other leaders, did 
not take courage, and after this 2Jth September, the pres- 
sure steadily increased, many different weapons being used, 
such as the personal attack launched by the gutter Press on 
Salengro, the Secretary of the Intenor, who was driven to 
suicide, having, as the law of hbel then stood m Prance, 
no legal protection agamst his Fascist hbellers At the 
same time the intemationai station, which I deal with in 
the next chapter, mcreased me dependence of the Blum 
Government upon the Bntish National Government, and 
correspondmgly weakened its position m relation to the 
finance ohgardiy of France. Once surrender had begun, 
concession after concession had to be made. Blum took the 
step of calling in M Baudoum to aid on financial matters, 
a step which — as has been riiown clearly by that gentleman 
blossommg out as Foreign Secretary of the Vichy Govern- 
ment — was receiving the enemy right mto the camp. So 
one way or another the Government activities were 
hampered until, as we have said above, further financial 
reforms were suspended in March 1937. Mr. Clemens Dutt, 
in his penetratmg short study of riie People’s Front, in the 
Labour lAonthly for January 1939, divides its history mto 
four penods, the end of eaA period bring marked by an 
acute finanaal crisis which m turn was the outward sign 
of a pomt reached in the continuous offensive of French and 
foreign finance capital against the People’s Front. 

The first period was that which began with the up- 
surge in the spring of 1936, and lasted until the “Pause” of 
March 1937; the second was the period of “Pause” until 
January 193 S , the third was the tranation period of a few 
months, marked by a more or less open British attack; the 

8 



|114 THE FALL OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC 

fourdi period — the period of disintegration — ^led from the 
early summer of 1938 to Munich and the collapse of the 
People’s Front m Parliament at the end of 1938. 

Stages of Defeat 

I have already dealt with the first period, and I shall 
now briefly indicate the development of tlie succeeding 
stages. 

The financial difficulty had compelled the Pause, and 
the Pause, explained as a temporary interval for consolida- 
tion, soon became a permanent halt. When the Pause 
came a whole number of vital' measures in the Popular Front 
programme had not yet been put into operation. I am not 
spealdng here of measures which amounted to pure Social- 
ism, or even to a loosening of the grasp of the handful of 
extremely rich men upon the State, but merely of pohtical 
and economic measures, such as had long been in operation 
in Britain — e.g. old-age pensions and' higher income tax on 
the rich. Amongst the pohtical measures were the suppres- 
sion of the Fascist organisations, and the purging of the 
diplomatic service, which was largely staffed wiA Fascists — 
as was also tlie bureaucracy, both civil and mihtary. 

The Flight of Capital 

Above all, it was absolutely necessary to balance the 
budget and to stop the flight of capital abroad. This, it 
will be remembered, was ^e demand put forward in die 
Programme (m (</) ) under the heading “Against Finance”. 
Pamphlets were written explaining the English income-tax 
system and urging its application to France, which proposals 
the French capitalists treated as the duck treated the speaker 
in the nursery rhyme, "Dilly, Dally, come and be killedi” 
The unrestricted rapacity and avarice of these great money- 
lenders made them ready to betray all French national 
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interests for then own advantage The result of the failure 
to apply this part of the programme was that by June 1937 
the &ght of capital amounted to sixty milliards of francs 
The banks refused credits and every attempt was made to 
sow pamc, as had been done m the summer of 1931 m 
London. Blum did not follow the same path as MacDonald 
on this occasion, he would not jom the enemy, but he 
refused to fight them' 

The quarrel worked out m the followmg way The 
Senate, which, of course, is not elected in the same way or 
at the same time as the Chamber of Deputies, and which 
had passed the forty-hour week only with the utmost 
reluctance, defeated the Government by 168 votes to 96 
in June 1937. Immediately it was assumed that a parallel 
situation had now arisen in France to that which confronted 
the Liberal Government thirty years earlier m England, 
when the Lloyd George Budget was rejected by the House 
of Lords, and that there would be an immediate drive to 
curb the powers of the Senate and assert the primacy of 
the directly elected Chamber of Deputies. But what the 
Liberal Lloyd George did in 1910-11 was not attempted by 
the Socialist Blum in 1937 Instead of fighting this resist- 
ance to the will of the majority, Blum resigned A Radical 
prime mmister took his place — the mevitable Chautemps 
— or as a witty Frenchman said on lookmg back to the 
alternations of these years, "de Chautemps en Chautemps”! 
Nevertheless, the followmg resolution was passed by the 
National Committee of the People’s Front "There is 
possible no other programme, no other majority, and no 
other government than those demanded by the majority 
of the nation”, after which Chautemps was accorded full 
support to deal with the situation as best he might. There 
K no question that m this second period the reactionaries, 
despite all their efforts, had not yet weakened m any way 
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the mass support for the Popular Front. At the local 
government elections, held m October 1937 in the cantons 
(which correspond roughly to district councils m this 
country), the result showed! an even greater majority for 
tlie Popidai Fiont than a year and a half earlier. This 
confirmed the faitli of the Radicals, who at their annual 
congress at Lille at the end of that month adopted a leso- 
lution declaring that "the Radical Party to-day does not 
intend to entertain the hypothesis of an alliance with die 
men of the Right, It intends to remam faidiful to the 
alliances mto which it has entered.” Meantime, however, 
every possible attempt was made by the reactionary ele- 
ments to sow disumty within the Popular Front, and 
especially between its thiee mam pohtical paities. Tins 
had a certain effect,* foi example, the negotiations for unity 
of the Communist and the Socialist parties were completely 
suspended by the latter m December 1937. With these 
negotiations I must now deal. 

Proposals for United Working-class Party 

The proposal for a smgle paity of the workmg-class 
had been put forward a few months after the formation of 
the United Front was sealed in die pact of the 27th July 
1934. In November of the same year the Central Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party of France, approached the 
National Council of the Socialist Party and proposed that 
in order to deal with its enemies more effectively the 
working-class should bring about unity and build a smgle 
party of the workmg-class. There already was unity of 
action; there should now be organic umty of the two great 
parties. The proposal was repeated on the 2nd March 
1935 on the ground that the unification of working-class 
forces arose inevitably from the fight against Fascism and 
against capitalism. At the same time it was stipulated 
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that the bringing into existence of tTie united party should 
be prepared by democratic means A joint committee for 
unification was set up and at its meeting on the 29th May 
193 J it considered a proposal drawn up by the Communist 
Party, called the Charter of Unity of the French Workmg 
Class This was m effect a draft constitution, it set forth 
such Socialist aims as the sociahsation of the means of pro- 
duction and exchange, which could only be achieved by 
the "conquest of power by force agamst the capitahst class”. 
The jomt committee for unification did not meet ag ain 
until October 193 J and by November the counter- 
proposals of the Socialist Party to the Communist draft 
were put forward. 

These proposals which were "based on conciliation and 
synthesis’ accepted certam proposals m the Communist 
draft, but omitted others such as the dictatorship of the 
proletariat. A few days later, however, a statement was 
put forward on the dictatorship of the proletanat, wbch 
the Communists in turn criticised as being rather vague. 
It was then suggested that the matter should be publicly 
(hscussed by the rank and file of the two parties and by 
the workers generally. It is not worth while here to dis- 
cuss at any length the differences between the two parties 
as regards the draft constitution, because these differences 
were bridged, or remained unbridgeable, as Ae case may 
be, not so much accordmg to the standpomt of Leon Blum 
and other Socialist leaders as accordmg to the pressure from 
the mass of the workers and the members of the two parties, 
which governed the whole question durmg the next two 
years. After the clear electoral victory and the establish- 
ment of trade-umon unity m the single CGT, vdth its 
imineaiate fnutSj the urgency of the pohtical unity of tlie 
working-class parties ^as not felt to the same degree for 
some months, and when the matter again became urgent 
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the Popular Front was already in its second penod, when 
reaction had been doing its utmost to spht the country. 
By December 1937, as we have seen, Aeir efforts were 
successful to the extent that the French Sociahst Party 
suspended all negotiations for unification 

The Cagoulards ® 

Meantime the reaction in France were also employing 
once more their Fascist leagues, whose aenvioes we have 
previously described. In one case this took a new and 
entirely conspiratorial form, which caused a considerable 
sensation when it was discovered in November 1937, 
namely, the conspiracy of the Cagoulards or "Hooded 
Men”. The object was to overthrow the Republican 
regime. They had aims dumps, and plans for a coup d’cfaf, 
for wrecking, dynamitmg and so on. After the first 
arrests it became clear that the Cagoulards had extensive 
connections in the Army and amongst leadmg capitalists. 
The French Minister of the Interior reported that they 
were organised on army Unes with a general staff, mtelli- 
gence departments, and similar machinery Monsieur Max 
Dormoy, who was a Sociahst, made the following! report: 

"The Forma&oa of effectives in divisions, bngades, regiments, 
battalions and so forth shows bejond doubt that the organisation 
is intended for civil war During the searches discover}' was 
made of matenal for forgmg identity papers, instructions for the 
transportation of arms, information on die strength of the Paris 
Pohee Force, as well as that of the adjoimng departments of 
Seme-et-Oise and Seine-et-Mame, with the names of the com- 
manding oiScers, also card-mdexed information concerning a 
large number of mditary officers and tbe matenal of certain 
regiments 

"In addition there were blank order sheets and meraorandi 
stolen from army officials, a list of bmldmgs hiving sevenl e-vits, 
an etact plan of the Paris sewere with passages leading to the 
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Chamber of Deputies, plans of the interiors of buildings occupied 
by Left newspapers, and plans of the apartments of Socialist 
Deputies 

"There were also photostats of the signatures of certain 
Cabmet hlinisters and legislators marked for arrest at the out- 
break of the rising, a file detailing means of seizing garages and 
auto-buses belonging to the Pans street-bus system and municipal 
garbage trucks, to be converted into offensive weapons, plans to 
seize me supply of arms stored at the Mont VaUrien fortress, and 
so forth ” 

The arms in the possession of the Cagoulards were 
mostly of German or Itahan manufacture, and it was quite 
clear that they were a body of terrorists orgamsed and 
paid for by the reactionaries of France, Italy, and Germany. 
It was discovered that the assassmation of Carlo RosselH, 
leader of the Itahan anti-Fascists and editor of their news- 
paper, Gmtizia e Libeita, had been carried out on behalf 
of Mussolim by the Cagoulards The most interestmg 
thmg about tbs Cagoulard society, whose depredations and 
practice of bgh treason were prmted m full detail not 
only in France but m, newspapers throughout the world, 
was the quite extraordmary delay and diffidence displayed 
by the authorities m dealing with them. It was clear that 
the capitahsts of France, especially the “200 Families”, 
were now strong enough m their counter-offensive to 
prevent really effective action bemg taken against then 
and Hitler’s tools, the Cagoulards. The anticipated prose- 
cutions of these conspirators were never earned through, 
and the Cagoulards sank mto temporary obscurity — from 
which some emerged mto bgh posts m September 1939, 
and Still more after June 1940. 

The Third Pisriod 

The tbrd period of the Popular Front lasted only 



120 


THE FALL OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC 


four months, beginmng m January 1938. The attack of 
finance capital was growing rapidly. A new onslaught 
was started on the franc. In the French Right-Wmg 
Press It was more or less openly asserted tliat it was the 
British Government, or at any rate the City of London, 
which had provoked this new stage of crisis The British 
City Press did not adnut this, and the official Labour Press 
in England was completely mnocent of it, confining itself 
to repeatmg the objections to any sort of democratic unity. 

The Premier, Chautemps, gave in, and said that he 
would try to get the support of the banks — ^which meant 
of course surrendering to the Right Wing. Thereupon the 
Socialists withdrew their support in Parliament, the 
Government fell, and for two weeks there was a political 
crisis There was dickermg with Blum, who spoke of 
forming a government, but finally Chautemps became 
Premier once more, this time with a purely Radical govern- 
ment. The first declaration of this government, how- 
ever, caused great enthusiasm, as it promised to take action 
against the Fascist conspirators, andl to introduce old age 
pensions and other reforms contained in the People’s Front 
programme, whilst at the same time it said there would be 
no mterference with what had already been gained. 

The curious result of this was that this government of 
M. Chautemps received an almost completely unanimous 
vote from the Chamber of Deputies, the Communists sup- 
ported It for the sake of maintaining the People’s Front; 
the Right Wing and the Fascists supported it because they 
knew how hollow were all its declarations. It only took 
a few weeks before the hollowness was revealed. Pressure 
from Britain continued, and by March Chautemps put 
forward a demand for "exceptional powers’’ m order to 
carry out a series of measures. These meant dropping old 
age pensions, askmg for “greater flexibility” in the appli- 
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cation of the forty-hour week, cutting down social ser\'iccs, 
and dropping a great deal of the programme. It was tried 
too soon Tlie Radical Premier was forced to resign, and 
France was once more without a minlstr>^ Tliercupon 
Hitler mvaded Austria, takuig advantage of the days 
when there was no government in France. Tlicrc was a 
strong re.'iction against tlic new situation thus created. 
Blum was asked to form a government representing all 
parties of the Left and Centre, and on the 12th March the 
French Commumst Party Central Committee gave its 
support to the "rallying of all Republican forces of the 
country with a \iew to realising the programme demanded 
by the electorate”. Frenzied efforts were made by French 
reaction, with British support, to prevent Blum allowing 
any Communist into the Cabinet. In 1936 (May) it had 
been said that this would displease the British Government; 
in 1938 (March) it was said that it would be too dis- 
pleasing to— Hitler' 

This second Blum Government, composed of only 
Radicals and Socialists, proved extremely feeble in foreign 
affairs and mtcrnally it was assaulted by a renewed finan- 
cial crisis. There was an incrcasmg budget deficit, bank 
reserves were low, Laval and Flandin appeared from their 
strategic retirement as promment critics They said tliat 
there must be concessions, and appeasement of foreign 
Fascism, and they hinted at the need for a government of 
concentration, for the suppression of Parliament and dis- 
solution of the Trade Unions — as was afterwards carried 
out by these two gentlemen and their associates m the 
Petain-Laval Government of 1940. 

According to Mr Clemens Dutt, it was at this point 
that "the outlines of the Chamberlain plan became clearly 
evident, viz., by financial pressure and the help of the Right 
to split the Radicals from the Left bloc and to draw the 
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French Government into the British plan of negouation 
with the Fascist aggressors, and thus prepare the way for 
a Four-Power Pact.” 

After a few weeks Blum, with his mixed Radical and 
Socialist team, resigned. This tune his place was taken by 
Daladier, who formed a government no longer purely 
Radical, but vmth some elements of the Centre, whirii had 
been opposed to the People’s Front. This did not prevent 
the Government from gectmg its vote m the Chamber by 
a declaration that it would be loyal to the People’s Front. 

The Last Stage 

The meaning of that “loyalty” was shown m the next 
and last period. Daladier was once more Premier m a 
Chamber the majority of which had been elected as sup- 
porters of the People’s Front and its programme He was 
to continue as premier until the sprmg of 1940. The 
introduction of Fascism m France was no longer to be 
attempted solely by means of the Fascist leagues and the 
Right Wmg of the parhamentarians, but by makmg the 
Soaahst leaders the conscious or unconsaous agents \ of 
French and British finance capital. It was thus in truth a 
government of treachery from the start. Democracy was 
betrayed in its own house, tlie uncertam and vacillating ele- 
ments of the petite bourgeoisie and Left-Centre generally 
swung over to tlie reactionanes, and the democratic regime 
in France had in reality disappeared long before the war 
began 

Daladier did not come out openly until August 1938, 
when he made his notorious spee^ threatemng the fortj''- 
hour week and the gams of Ae People’s Front. Already 
m May the preliminary steps had been taken. Parliament 
had been dispensed with for all practical purposes and 
government was earned on by emergency decrees In 
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that month, too, the fourth devaluation of the franc took 
place. By September, when Daladier at Munich was the 
shadow of Chamberlam, it was clear that the French 
Government was now as hostile to the Popular Front m 
foreign affairs as the speech of August had shown it to be 
m internal affairs. Munich was the culmmation of a pro- 
cess that had been gomg on for several years. The pohcy 
of capitulation now reached its zenith, or rather its nadir. 
The Four-Power Pact for which the French governments 
fitfully and die British governments steadily had striven 
for over a dozen years appeared to be an accomplished 
fact, when Daladier and Chamberlam, Hitler and Mussolini 
had thdr love feast at Munidi, over the mangled remains 
of Czechoslovakia Two months later, m December 1938', 
Bonnet, who now came to the fore, signed the Franco- 
German Pact, which is set out in Chapter VII. The 
Franco-Soviet Pact of 1935, which had long been in cold 
storage, was in effea destroyed, and Hitler was given a 
free hand in the East. 

Daladier could now afford to take the necessary steps 
to break up the combination which constituted the parha- 
mentary majority. At the Radical Congress held on the 
27th October at Marseilles — just four years after the 
question of the Popular Front had been raised at the Radi- 
cal Congress of Nantes — ^he made a speech attackmg the 
workmg-class and espeaally the Communist Party of 
France, On the 10th November the National Committee 
of the Popular Front met together, only to find that the 
Radical delegates refused to attend "Well they might, 
for four days later, on the 14th November, emergency 
decrees were issued which balanced the Budget by savage 
anti-working-class measures and by virtually abolishing 
the forty-hour week. The Socialist Party, which earlier 
that month had still been prepared to support Daladier at 
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its national council meeting, were now driven mto opposi- 
tion. A week later the tiansformation was complete; the 
finance committee of the Chamber met on the 22nd 
November to sanction the emergency decrees. They sanc- 
tioned them by a small majority, which mcluded all the 
reactionaries and some of die Radicals To this sudden 
and savage attack on the workmg-class the response was 
made by a General Strike called by the C.G T. on the 30th 
November 1938. The Government had made its prepara- 
tions for this. It was severely repressed and every method 
of terror used. "When die Qbamber met agam on the 8th 
December Daladier was warned by the reactionaries who 
now supported him that he could not hope to manoeuvre, 
but was their prisoner and must take his orders from them. 
The next chapter carnes on the story and shows in 
France, in Spam, and in Europe generally, the drift of the 
rulmg classes to war. It ceases to be a question of hoping 
for peace, and becomes rather an effort to turn the inevit- 
able war towards the East, the U.S.S R, 
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THE DRIVE TO WAR 

The Spmsh Ctvtl War — Noti~lnf erven ftou — The Ri/lf»g Class 
takes its stand — Attitude to USSR 

I have hitherto virtually omitted one of the most im- 
portant factors m the defeat of the Popular Front — a factor 
which began to operate within two months of the forma- 
tion of the Blum Government of June 1936. This was 
the whole question of foreign pohcy, the kernel of which 
was Spam The road to the ultimate defeat of the Popular 
Front and of the peace movement of Europe, and to the 
victory of reaction, Fascism, and war, was built more m- 
tensively m the summer of 1936 than at any other pomt 
of time m this last horrible decade 

The Spanish elections of February 1936 had yielded 
an overwhdmmg majority to the parties of the People’s 
Front (Frente Popular). It was the Radicals who formed 
the government, who released the innumerable pohtical 
prisoners, and put forward measures to carry out ^e pro- 
gramme of the Spanish People’s Front Meantime, ever 
smce the last months of 193 J, the conspiracy of the generals 
and the reactionary parhamentarians, backed by the 
milhonaires of Spam and by the German and Italian Gov- 
ernments, was bemg elaborated and planned in detail. 


*Even earlier preparations for a Spanish monarchist rebeUion ttoIi 
foreign aid had been set on foot. Witness the following, which has been 
puhiBhed in several works, among others in the Penguin Special Smchhahi 
on Spnn, hy the Duchess of AthoU, pp 273 - 4 : 
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Iona, and other cities. In the north it was only in Saragossa 
and m the intensely Catholic districts centred round Burgos 
that the rebellion was successful, while in the south it held 
Sevile. Franco began to transport Moorish troops from 
Africa and was already receiving mumtions of war from his 
foreign Fascist allies, includmg aeroplanes, as was revealed 
by the forced landing of two Italian aeroplanes in French 
Morocco Both were military aircraft, flown by Italian 
officers, and their documents revealed that they — together 
with others — were Italian army planes mobilised for use 
in Spam three days before the outbreak of the Rebelhon. 

Vithm a few days it was dear that the rebel generals 
represented no one but themselves and the group of land- 
lords, millionaires, and ecclesiastical digmtaries of Spam. 
But what arms there were in Spam were largely m the 
arsenals at Burgos and Saragossa; and m the sou^ Acre was 
no army, for the soldiers had followed theur generals m the 
mam, however unwillmgly, and were not to be relied upon 
as the troops of the Republic. The mihtia were new and 
largely untramed, especially m the use of the more modern 
types of weapon. It was necessary for the Government to 
purchase arms, aeroplanes, and mumtions, as it was entitled 
to do by mternational law. The standpoint of mterna- 
tional law may be put bnefly as follows, at the very least, 
the lawful government of Spam was entitled not only to 
buy mumtions freely from anyone who was w illing to 
supply, but also to insist that other states should not res- 
tnct or interfere with these supphes. It was, moreover, 
also entitled to demand that other states should not supply 
troops or munitions to the rebels. 

Helping Spanish Fascism 

The case was therefore abundantly clear; there could 
, be no doubt as to the duty of ihe French Government, and 



128 


THE EAIX OF THE 3FRENCH KEPOTLIC 


indeed of every other government Beades, still more 
compellmg, there was the national mterest of FrancCj 
which should have made it ready and anxious to avoid the 
dommauon of Spam by Fascism and the estabhshment of 
a hostile frontier on the Pyrenees 

But what took place was the exact reverse of what 
might thus have been expected. The French Government 
refused to supply or permit the supply of arms to the 
Government of Spam. What was the reason for this 
'^extraordmary pohcy? The reason was to be foimd 
in the attitude of the British Government, The members 
of that government and theur backers m the ruling class 
of Britain were hostile to the Spanish Republic and at that 
moment extremely favourable to the building up of Hitler 
Fascism m Europe. They were personally friendly with 
the Spanish grandees — some of them were Spamsh grandees, 
for example, the Duke of Wellmgton was also the Duke 
of Ciudad Rodrigo. The British Government put the ut- 
most pressure on the French Government, and even went 
so far as to threaten it with the risk of having to face 
unaided an attack from Hitler. The treaties of Locarno 
had been denounced by Hitler m that sprmg, but this 
denunciation had been followed by a reiteration of the 
Anglo-French alhance, of the obhgation of Britam to 
defend France agamst an unprovoked attack from Ger- 
many. Mr. Chamberlain and Mr. Eden nevcrdieless told 
the French Government that if by fulfiUmg its duty under 
international law it brought on itself an attack from Hitler, 
the British Government would not regard this as bemg 
unprovoked, and would therefore be imable to come to 
ihe assistance of France. The evidence for this has never 
been given m any State paper, but the fact is well known. 
M. Jean Zyromsb, one of the leaders of the French Socialist 
Party, revealed it m his speech at the end of August 1956, 
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and added that 

"he did not wish to throw any stones at the Blum Government, 
for It was the British Government which had placed them in 
such an impossible position,” {The Desitny of FtshcC) by Alex- 
ander Werdi, page 379.) 

“Non-Intervention” 

"What Mr. Eden proposed was that the chief European 
powers should join in a policy of “non-intervention”. The 
French Government agreed, and accordingly about the end 
of August "non-mtervention” was launched. The German 
and Italian governments agreed immediately to this policy, 
which they mterpreted as meamng liat no mumtions would 
go from Britain or France to the Spamsh Government, 
while they would continue to supply mumtions and men 
to Franco. The Soviet Government, which also jomed the 
Non-Intervention Committee, announced after a month or 
two of this mtolerable and criminal farce that it would 
observe the policy to the same extent as the Italian and 
German governments. The British Trade Umon Congress, 
destined to follow the mterests of the British ruling class, 
as It has done frequently since, decided to support the policy 
of non-mtervention. The Labour Party leaders followed 
suit. This m turn reacted on the Labour and Socialist 
International (the "Second International”) which was 
hamstrung m any endeavour to help the workmg-class and 
people of Spam, or even its fellow Spanish Soaalist Party, 
by the attitude of the French Socialists and above all the 
British Sociahsts and the Trade Umon Congress. The peo- 
ple of the Soviet Union were able to give the greatest 
amount of help to the people of Spain, and it was the 
General Secretary of their Communist Party, Joseph Stalin, 
who wrote the famous message "The struggle m Spam 
is not the private affair of the Spamards but 9ie common 
9 



150 THE FAIX OF THE FRENCH SEPUBUC 


cause of all advanced and progressive mankind ” 

Throu^out Europe and the tvliole world, the mass of 
the common people rallied to the help of the Spanish Re- 
pubhc. They knew that the Spanish cause was their cause, 
the cause of democracy and peace, the fight agaiiat reaction, 
Fascism, and war. Some of the best sons of the people 
of France and Britam, of America and Canada, and of the 
other European countnes, not forgetting the exiles from 
Germany, Italy, and Poland, fou^t in the ranks of the 
International Brigade. As the situation got worse, food- 
ships were sent to Spam, mammoth collections were made 
at workmg-class meetmgs, trade imiomsts, co-operators, 
and the rank and file of the Labour movement did their ut- 
most to save the people of Spain. It is not here that that 
epic story can be told; it is enough to say that all the 
foresights and all the efforts of the people and by the 
working-class were fatally hampered from the start by 
the fact that the Socialist Prime Minister of France, Leon 
Blum, with his Sociahst-Radical Government, was foUow- 
mg the pohcy laid down by Chamberlam and the City of 
London m accord with the mterests of reactionary financial, 
mdustrial, and pohtical forces, and— as a corollarj' — of 
Hitler and Mussolini too. 

Afpeasement 

The policy pursued first by the Baldwin Government 
and then with greater mtensity of purpose by the Chamber- 
lain Government which came mto existence in the summer 
of 1937, was the pohcy of appeasement. Appeasement in- 
volved the satisfying piecemeal of the demands of Hitler 
and Mussolini in order to strengthen the German and 
Italian governments. It meant the subordmation of French 
pohcy to the purposes of the British Government and 
therewith ultimately the breaking up of the Popular Front 
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in France; it meant the abandonment of the Franco-Soviet 
Pact and of the whole policy of realising collective security 
through a Peace Front; it meant the budding of the Four- 
Power Pact of Italy, Germany, France, and Britain for 
use against the Soviet Union and eventually against the 
United States of America The policy of appeasement was 
carried steaddy through to the point where at Munich in 
September 1938 the bastion of Czechoslovakia was handed 
over to the Nazis, France was thereby permanently 
weakened and^ the Soviet Umon isolated Throughout 
these years, this appeasement pohey was steaddy followed 
in spite of every warnmg that such a policy could have 
no other result but a European — ^probably a world — war, 
in which Bntam and France would be put at a great imii- 
tary disadvantage, 

War or Social Revolution? 

But whilst the fatal policy of France was thus largely 
settled in the City of London and in Whitehall, it must not 
be supposed that those who still held the determining power 
m France — the finance oligarchy — ^were in any way 
reluctant to follow it It was m truth no more than tlie 
pohey accepted by the ruling classes of all the Western 
democracies — accepted with dieir eyes open and with a 
full realisation that it would almost certainly lead to a 
large-scale war, accepted deliberatdy because the alterna- 
tive was something which — ^however much it might benefit 
the milhons of common people of their various countries — 
they were determmed to resist m tlieir own selfish mterests. 

It IS easier for us m Bntam to study and under- 
stand the attitude of our own ruhng class than that of 
France, and I propose here to examine the position in 
3 ritam; it may be taken that with minor modifications the 
^ame is true of France. 
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Let me begin by asking what was the basis of this 
appeasement policy with its inevitable drive to war? Was 
it stupidity, feebleness, ignorance, lack of courage, or any 
of the other defects which the Daily Herald used frequently 
to attribute to Chamberlam and his Government? Was 
It that the ruling class of the British Empire did not see 
the strategic consequences of their various moves? Were 
they unaware of the advance of Japan m the Far East and 
Its threat to British interests? Did they not know that 
a Franco Spain would endanger the sea route to India 
through the Mediterranean, and indeed most of our Atlantic 
routes as well? Did they not know that the Anglo- 
German Naval Agreement of 1933, which sanctioned the 
construction by Hitler of a large submarine fleet, was fur- 
nishmg lum with a weapon for wjiich the British Fleet was 
the most obvious objective’ 

Of course, they were quite well aware of these things. 
They knew the risks they were running; but they were will- 
ing to face these serious threats to their Imperialist strength 
rather than follow a policy which might strengthen its 
fundamental enemy, the working-class and the common 
people m every country. The Four-Power Pact was 
directed agamst the Soviet Umon, not as a commercial rival, 
not as a naval rival, but as the country where the workers 
and peasants had come to power and built a Socialist state. 
The danger did not lie mamly in anything which they 
thought the Soviet Union might do to them. It lay in any 
and every possible extension of genume democracy tendmg 
to encourage the working-class and the common people in 
any country to carry forward an assault against privilege 
and the money power. The Soviet Union would "put 
ideas into their heads”. The Spanish Republic threatened 
to do the same thing. It too was a great danger, for it 
represented the defeat of a ruling class by the commons 
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people, and the possibility of advance of the working- 
class and the peasants towards Sociahsm. The Popular 
Front in France and every People’s Front movement, 
whether in Asia, Europe, or America, {ircsented the same 
danger and evoked die same active opposition. For in 
all these parts of the world the City of London had its 
mterests, winch might be endangered if die people once got 
a gnp on their own destinies. This was the kernel and 
root of the whole appeasement policy, and of all the actions 
that went to break down the Popular Front in Spam by 
bloodshed and violence and in France by chicanery and 
bribes, whilst in Britain any such movement was stifled m 
Its cradle by the skilful manoeuvring of the Right, aided 
by the obduracy and folly of the Labour leaders The 
rulmg class of Bntain, especially from 1934-3? onwards, 
saw soaal revolution lurking behind every Popular Front, 
and preferred the only alternative, namely, to accept a risk 
of war, even under great handicaps. 

Munich and its Consequences 


Munich was the highest point reached in the policy of 
appeasement, of the Four-Power Pact, of the isolation of 
the Soviet Union and the rupture of the People’s Fronts,* 
It was, too, the great propellent explosive in the dnve to 
war, wbch reached its hideous destmation withm a year. 
It is mteresting to recall the comments of Mr. Zilhacus b 

early m 

1939. He describes the result of the betrayal of Cxecho- 
slovakia at Munich in the following words; 


France has ceased to be a Great Power and Great Bntam 
sunk to the position of the uneasy client of Hitler and 

'^"Sraded to the position 
of a third-class Power, just as Spam and Holland and Sweden 
m former centuries sank from the position of being Great Powers 
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to their present status . . it has become a physical impossibihty 
for France to defend Tunis or Morocco or any other French 
colony alone against Mussohm and Hitler combined.” 

Mr. Palme Dutt, writing m the Lnbom Monthly for 
November 1938, put the point more crisply “The French 
bourgeoisie, to save their class power, have committed siucide 
as a Great Power.” 

Mr. Zilhacus, too, sees the growth of Fascism m France; 
he wiites in the same book: 

"Tins mternational evolution of France is bemg accompanied 
by the sappmg of tlie foundations of French democracy. The 
French Right is more and more openly relying on the Fascist 
regimes to bolster them up against their own people in return 
for unlimited servility Anyone who wants France to stand by 
her treaty obhgations or to help Spamsh democracy or to oppose 
the Fascist powers m any way is promptly called a war-monger. 
Tlie Right docs not even scruple to use the argument that no 
Left Government would be tolerated m France because its 
existence would be displeasing to Hitler and Mussolini The 
state of confusion and defeatism and sheer despairing apathy 
among the French masses since the Czechoslovakian betrayal is 
indescnbable In fact, all the conditions are present out of which 
Fascism arises.” 

The first direct consequence of the Munich gathering 
of that not very oddly assorted quartet of Hitler, Mussohm, 
Chamberlam, and Daladiec, was the prolonged negotia- 
tions and ententes between Bonnet and the Germans. The 
following passage from the French Yellow Book shows the 
extent to which the Franco-German Entente w.is carried 
at this time: 

"M Georges Bonnet, Mimstcr for Foreign Affairs of the 
French Republic, and M Joachim von Ribbentrop, Minister for 
Foreign Aff.airs of the German Reich, 

Acting in the name and by order of tlicir respective Govern- 
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ments, have agreed on tlie following points at their meeting m 
Pans on December 6 , 1538 

(1) Tile French Government and the German Government 
fully share the conviction that pacific and neighbourly relations 
between France and Germany constitute one of the essential 
elements of the consolidanon of the situation in Europe and of 
the preservation of general peace Consequently both Govern' 
ments will endeavour with all their might to assure the develop- 
ment of the relations between their countries in this direction 

(2) Both Governments agree that no question of a tern- 
tonal nature remains in suspense between their countries and 
solemnly recognise as permanent the frontier between their 
countries as it is presently drawn 

(3) Both Governments are resolved, without prejudice to 
their special relations with third Powers, to remain m contact 
on all questions of importance to both their countnes and to 
have recourse to mutual consultation in case any complications 
arismg out of these questions should threaten to lead to mter- 
national difficulties 

In Witness whereof the Representatives of the two Govern- 
ments have signed the present Declaration, which comes mto 
force immediately 

Executed in duplicate in the French and German languages 
at Pans, on December 6, 1538 

Signed ' George Bonnet 

JOCHIM VON RiBBENTROP/’ 

Turking "War Threats Eastwards 

The significance of this harmless-looking pact was 
underhned by M. Georges Bonnet in his note to the French 
Ambassadors in London, Berlin, Brussels, Rome, Barcelona, 
and Prague (but not Moscow) in which he gave an account 
of Ribbentrop’s conversations m Paris. Ribbentrop, he 
related, proposed co-operation between the “two Axes” 
(i e, the Four-Power Pact) and indicated tiat “the struggle 
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against Bolshevism” was the basis of the Berhn-Rome Axis. 
TTien, "concernmg Spain, he gave us to understand that 
there again the action of Germany had from the beginning 
been Inspired! solely by the struggle against Bolshevism.” 
(French Yellow Book, No. 32 — ^page 38 in English edition.) 

It IS easy to realise, and wortJiy of emphasis, that the 
French rulmg class were at least as greatly Inspired by 
hostihty to the U.S.S.R. as that of Britam. Tliey had 
every motive. Whilst that country grew and prospered, 
she was an object-lesson to the working-classes of the 
world, and it was advisable at all tunes to work up as much 
public hostihty against her as possible, both to prevent 
people realising her success and seekmg to follow her eco- 
nomic system, and also to discredit Communist and other 
supporters of that system in France. Moreover, if Hitler 
could only be mduced to attack her, the Nazi menace 
would be averted from the West, and Germany and the 
U.S.S.R. would both be weakened by fighting each other. 
This hostility to the U S.S.R. will be found to run like a 
blood-red thread through all the behaviour of the French 
rulmg class at every stage of the nightmare of reaction and 
corruption of these last years; a good illustration towards 
the end is to be found in the speech of M. Blum to the 
Labour Party Conference on the 15th May 1940, which 
is mentioned m Chapter XI. 

(One can quote copious examples of similar conduct 
in Britain. One typical phrase: "An unspeakably 
dangerous enemy is tireatening our civilisation, and pri- 
marily the British Empire. This enemy is Bolshevism”, 
is to be found in Rnssta and Ourselves, published in Eng- 
land in 1931. The book is a revealing one. It is written 
by a foreigner who seems from the sentiments he expresses 
to have identified himself entirely with the standpoint of 
\the more extreme British "Colonel Blimp”. In the title 
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of the book, “Ourselves” means apparently the British, or 
perhaps the “Nordic” races, for ^e writer is full of the 
ordmary Fascist nonsense about races; Marxism is to him 
“a race revolt”, and a “brachycephahc religion” mainly 
prevalent among “the short-skulled Alpme races who com- 
pose most of the lower classes m Europe”; and the only 
salvation from it is to be found in our “Nordic” origin and 
character. 

(The book itself is a hotchpotch of prejudice and mis- 
representation, with a pronounced Fascist bent, and re- 
sembles a caricature of a conversation between reactionary 
old gentlemen m any Vest End club. 

(The writer was until recently a Compamon of the 
Order of the British Empire, havmg been given that rank 
m recognition of services rendered to the British Govern- 
ment in connexion with the protection of British interests 
m the USS.R. He has recently come into prommence 
through manifesting that perfectly logical loyalty to his 
class mterests, as against those of the people of his own 
country, which some people call treason. His name is 
Quisling.) 

The year 1939 opened with some prospect — and many 
hopes — that the war to which Mtmich was drivmg might— 
be a war of the Nazis directed towards the east of Europe. 
But the Nazis were not wilhng to attack the U.S.S.R. 
They were, of course, much strengthened by British and 
French help and by the whole senes of concessions that 
culminated m the handmg over of the bastion of Czecho- 
slovakia and the liquidation of the Czech Maginot Line; 
they were organised as a centralised state now m its fifth 
year of war preparations, they were inflamed by that 
hatred of Bolshevism which they held in common with the 
ruling classes of Bntam and France; but nevertheless they 
were not yet in a mood to attack the Soviet Union. Vhen 
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they looked eastwards they saw a Red Army whose num- 
bers and equipment far exceeded then own, and a society 
bound together m an extiaordinauly firm moral umty. 
They were bound to pause, and they did pause, before this 
formidable obstacle. 

Soviet Power 

The strength of Soviet Russia was very well described 
by Hitler in a convex sation which he held with Lord 
Londonderry in Berlin in 1936. Lord Londonderry m his 
book, Om selves and Germany, records Hitlei’s woids as 
follows- 

"Against this decay in continental Europe stands the extra- 
ordinary development of Soviet power Soviet Russia has not 
only become the greatest military power, but at the same time 
the embodiment of an idea ” 

Lord Londonderry continues. 

"The fears which he [Hitler] had expressed would not have 
been proved imaginary but founded on undemable facts. He 
summarized these facts as follows. 

(1) In Russia one has to deal with a nation of 180 milhons. 

(2) Russia IS territorially immune from attack. 

(3) Russia can never be overcome by a blockade. 

(4) Its industries arc safe from aenal attack, as the most 
important industnal centres are from 4,000 to 6,000 
lalometres from the frontiers. 

"These four facts, he said, should be enough to estabhsh tlie 
dangerous power of this country. . . . 

"Russia has a solid trade, the strongest Army, the strongest 
Tank Corps and the strongest Air Force in the world These arc 
facts which cannot be ignored.” 

The Government of the Soviet Union for its part 
knew also exactly what the situation was, knew that the 
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governments of the "democratic” powers were determined 
to avert social revolution even at the price of war, had 
based their non-mtervention pokey on ^is hope, and had 
further hoped and planned that the inevitable war should 
be fought m the east of Europe It is worth while to recall 
the words of Stahn, uttered on the occasion of the 18 th 
Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Umon in 
March 1935, with much of which many readers who are 
neither pro-Russian or pro-Communist will agree: 

"The majonty of the non-aggressive countries, particularly 
England and France, have rejected the pohey of collective 
secunty, the pohey of collective resistance to the aggressors, and 
have taken up a position of non-intefvention, a position of 
'neutrahty*. / 

“Formally speaking, the pohey of non-intervention might 
be defined as follows* 'Let each country defend itself from the 
aggressors as it hkes and as best it ^ That is not our affair 
We shall trade both with the aggresors and xvith their victims.’ 
But actually speakmg, the pohey I of non-intervention means 
conmving at aggression, giving fne rein to war, and conse- 
quently transforming the war mto a world war The pohey of 
non-mtervention reveals an eagemiss, a desire, not to hinder 
the aggressors m their nefanous uprk, not to hmder Japan, say, 
from embroihng herself in a war wth C3ima, or, better still, with 
the Soviet Umon; not to hinder Germany, say, from enmeshmg 
herself in European affairs, from jmbroihng herself in a war with 
the Soviet Umon, to allow all ae belhgerents to sink deep into 
the mire of war, to encourageraem surreptitiously in tMs; to 
allow them to weaken and eidijust one another, and then, when 
they have become weak enoum, to appear on the scene with 
fresh strength, to appear, of course, 'in the interests of peace’ 
and to dictate conditions to me enfeebled belhgerents 

"Cheap and easy. / 

“Take Japan, for instarce It is characteristic that before 
Japan mvaded North Chm^l the influential French and British 



/ 

140 THE FALL OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC 

to offer resistance, and declared that Japan with her army could 
subjugate Chma in two or three months. Then the European 
and American politicians began to watch and wait. And then, 
when Japan started mihtary operations, they let her have 
Shanghai, the vital centre of foreign capital m China, they let 
her have Canton, a centre of Britain’s monopoly influence in 
South China, they let her have Hainan, and they allowed her to 
surround Hong-Kong, Does not this look very much like 
encouraging the aggressor? It is as though they were saying. 
'Embroil yourself deeper in war; then we shall see ’ 

"Or take Germany, for mstance They let her have Austria, 
despite the undertaking to defend her independence, they let her 
have the Sudeten region, they abandoned Czechoslovakia to her 
fate, thereby violating all tlieir obligations, and then they began 
to he vociferously m the Press about 'the w6altncss of the Russian 
army’, 'the demoralisation of the Russian air force’, and 'riots’ in 
the Soviet Union, egging the Germans on to march farther cast, 
promismg them easy pickirgs, and prompting them 'Just start 
■War on Bolsheviks, and eveiytlung will be all right ’ It must be 
adimtted that this, too, loois very much like egging on and en- 
couraging the aggressor 

"Even more charactcnsuc is the fact that certain European 
and American politicians aid pressmen, having lost patience 
waitmg for 'the march on the Soviet Ukraine’, are themselves 
begmning to disclose what is really behind the policy of non- 
mtervention They arc saym^ quite openly, putting it down m 
black and white, that the Germans have cruelly 'disappointed’ 
them, for instead of marching further east, against the Soviet 
Umon, they have turned, you see, to the west and arc demanding 
colomes One might think thai the districts of Czechoslovakia 
were yielded to Germany as tic price of an undertaking to 
launch war on the Soviet Union, but that now the Germans arc 
refusing to meet their bills and ai» sendmg them to Hades. 

"Far be it from me to morahe on the pohey of non-inter- 
vention, to talk of treason, treachiry and so on. It would be 
naive to preach morals to people avho recognise no human 
morality Politics is politics, as the old case-hardened bourgeois 
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diplomats say. It must be remarked, however, that the big and 
dangerous political game started by the supporters of the policy 
of non-mtcrvcntion may end m a serious fiasco for them 

"Such is the true face of the prevailing policy of non- 
intervention. 

"Such IS the poliucil situation in the cipitalist countries 
Summer M.\noeuvres 1939 

/ 

On tlie IJth March 1939 the N.azt Government com- 
mitted its last major aggression in whici/Francc and Britain 
acquiesced; it seized the now defencaess Czeclioslovakia; 
the story of the negonaiions which Miowed, of Chamber- 
lain’s first half -defence of this secure, his subsequent 
denunciation of Hitler, the pseudo^ftcgotiations with Mos- 
cow, the real ncgoaations for a /l, 000,000,000 loan to 
Germany in the Hudson- Wohlta/ talks, the mission of 
Lord Kemsley, all these and many other events of the six 
months prior to the war, arc too ijell known to be repeated 
here; but I must deal for a mome/c with the French aspect 
of these fateful months. I 

In the main the French Gwernraent was now com- 
pelled to follow the British Goyrnmenc in practically all 
respects But there was still afrench Embassy m Berlin 
and occasional attempts by Mf Bonnet to drive a better 
bargain with Germany. Thes/attempts cuhnmated in the 

*It becomes easier, id the light J these observauoas and reminders, to 
j*T*"''* ihc immense clamour in w British, French, and American Press 
and elsewhere, which continued ctcnjiicr the present war began, for a war 
agamst the Soviet Union with Getfany b) our side, evidence of this « 
largely stated m mv Pengnm Specia^Ins/ rte Wer Sfircatl> Jt a also easier 
to understand how Lord Llojd, a his propaganda pamphlet, T/je Bntisi 
Case, could come to describe thefeccman-Soviet Pact of August 1939 , as 
"the final apostasy", the word fpostasy” uould only be appropriate if 
tomuny owed us some duty twemam hostile to the Soviet Union side 
by side with ourselves That is,fi truth, just how our ruling class looked 
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discussions between the Geiman ambassador and M. Bonnet, 
■when the latter stated that if ■war broke tlie French ■work- 
ing-class ■would be dealt -with roughly, the Communist 
Party “put in its place”, and all trade-union opposition 
stamped out. It is ■worth quotmg the passage from the 
French Yellow Book (page 147, or page 176 of the Enghsh 
edition) ; 

“Finally, I told the Ambassador that he could observe the 
unanumty with wbch the French nation had rallied to the 
support of the Government. Elections would be suspended; 
pubhc meetmgs would be stopped; attempts at fordgn propa- 
ganda of whatever kmd would be suppressed, and the Commu- 
nists would be brought to book. The discipline and the spunt 
of sacnhce of the Frenca people could not be called in question 
by anybody. ‘Count voi Weiczeck mfonned me that, on this 
point, all his reports nude mention of the present admirable 
attitude of the French peiple. He promised me diu he would 
most faithfully repeat to his Government the conversation we 
had had together, the impirtance of which he fully reahsed.’ ” 

The last eleven mcnths before the war must have 
seemed to the French lue the eleventh hour; there was 
always the chance of a repite, but the one real chance of 
avoiding war — ^the formaion of a Peace Front ■with tlie 
U.SSR — ^was thrown aw^ at the bidding of British and 
French reactionaries, as it Tas bound to be 

In the next chapter I hall show what was inevitably 
the development of this triunph of reaction during the 
war. 



CHAPTER Vm 


THE WAR- REACTION TRIUMPHS 

AiUtndes to the Wai — The drive agamt the people — Preferring 
defeat to victory — Traitors in power — Inefficiency and corrup- 
tion — Persecution and suppression. 

In this chapter I have to assess the nature and quahty 
of the present war not as it may appear to various sections 
of thought in Britain, but as it must have been seen through 
riie eyes of the two great groups in France, the ruling class 
and the working-class, whose acute antagonisms I have 
studied in preceding chapters Only thus is it possible to 
understand the attitude which the Right-Wing Govern- 
ment of France would naturally take up to the war itself, 
to Hitler, and to theu: own working-class, the treatment 
to which they would be likely to subject the latter, and the 
attitude which those workers themselves would be likely 
to adopt. 

It is not easy to assess the true nature of any war. It 
IS fruitless to judge solely or even mainly by examimng the 
situation immediately preceding the outbreak of the war, 
or by givmg much weight to the question whether in its 
direct origin it was "offensive” or "defensive”. For one 
thing, such considerations meet with a complete tangle of 
evidence. The Nazi w^r against the Polish State appears 
as plainly "offensive”; but the British and French response 
may m its turn superficially be labelled an "offensive” war 
agamst Germany. When this is countered by the state- 
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ment that die war was not offensive because it was brought 
to restrain aggression and to defend the sanctit 7 of treaties 
or the independence of nationalities, then the question 
arises why innumerable previous aggressions and breaches 
of treaties were not answered in the same way. Why did 
Britain and France not defend the independence of Cze- 
choslovakia against Germany or the independence of 
Albama agamst Italy? And why did they not defend 
earher treaties, and fulfil then- obligations under interna- 
tional law m the case of Spain^ 

One might contmue mdefimtely on these lines, to no 
profit. The only sure way to judge the character of a war 
IS to examine the whole of the historic circumstances out 
of which It arose. These mdude the relations of the classes 
amongst each of the belhgerents; for it is impossible to 
judge the nature and quality of a war without knowing 
the nature and quahty of the rulmg class that is waging it. 

French Attitudes to the War 

If we take amongst basic considerations only this last 
question, then it is clear that the war that broke out in 
September 1939 could not appear to the French people to 
be comparable to the war of die Spanish Repubhe, where a 
victory of the Popular Front had been followed by an 
armed rebellion of the landlords, aided by foreign invasion. 
In short, the struggle between the classes in Spam had been 
growmg steadily sharper until it took on the acute form of 
civil war. 

In France, on the other hand, the victory of the Popu- 
lar Front had been followed by its gradual destruction 
from withm by its enemies, the Two Hundred Families, 
givmg their orders to Daladier and other pohticians. There 
was the same sharpening of the class struggle, but it was the 
reactionaries who were “on top” and would be sure to 
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Utilize any war to increase the repression of the working- 
class and the mass of the people, exactly as Forei^ hfinister 
Bonnet foretold to the German Ambassador, m the sunmOT 
of 1939, as quoted at the end of the last chapter. This 
meant that from the standpomt of the Frencli 
workers, the war was directed by the very men who had 
been the enemies of the Popular Front programme, of the 
forty-hour week, and of all the other gains of the working- 
class. Reaction was m the saddle, and a war carried on by 
reactionaries was to many of them simply a reactionary 
war. Does Reaction that has long co-operated openly with 
Fascism at home as well as abroad become any less Reaction 
because it is at war with a Fascist state, even of a parti- 
cularly brutal type^ Their answer to this somewhat 
abstract way of putting the question would undoubtedly 
be that Reaction, in all experience, becomes not less but 
still more reactionary m war tune, it seizes the chance 
given fay war to intensify its assault upon the interests and 
livelihood of the mass of the people Furthermore, the 
leaders of Reaction m France had utilized not only Fasast 
methods but openly Fascist orgamsanons and not only 
native Fascist leagues but Fascist bodies m the pay of 
Germany and Italy Moreover, they had not merely 
utilized such agencies but had themselves more and more 
blatantly assumed the specific dictatorial style of govern- 
ment. What m these curcumstances, the workers of France 
might well ask, was the vahdity of the distinction between 
Fasasm and tbs developed degree of Reaction? 

Even those who repudiate the suggestion that the 
Bntish Government is fighting the present war for 
Imperialist motives may well see without difficulty the 
point of View, held by many of the working-class in 
France, that the reactionary French Government was acting 
m Its own imperiahst, reacttonary, and Fascist interests, 
10 
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and may understand that in such a war the working-class 
and common people of France could not have the same 
mterest as their masters, nor could they have any part of 
that enthusiasm which inspired the people of Spam from 
1936 to 1939, or the people of China from 1937 to the 
present day. It was for them m its origm a reactionary 
war, a war of rival imperiahsms. 

The Drive Against the People 

The French rulmg class plainly considered itself to be 
confronted m the autumn of 1939 with two enemies, the 
foreign enemy and the enemy at home. Throughout the 
wmter of 1939-40 British observers m France were to 
record that the senous talk m salom was all to the effect 
that the workmg-class was ihe more dreaded enemy, and 
that a German occupation would be preferable to tlie rule 
of the workers. It was an ommous featurej for it was an 
historical repetition of the Petrograd salotis m 1916-17, 
where it was said that it was better to open the front to 
the Germans than to have a soaal revolution at home. 

As Edgar Mowrer wrote in the New York Fosfi 
“Certam richer Frenchmen feaied victory m this war 
almost more than defeat, as hkeher to bring 'revolution’, 
an elastic but fear-inspinng term.” 

The first steps towards mternal repression had been 
taken before the war began. Tlie French Parhament had 
already on more than one occasion m die previous seven 
3 '^ears seen its powers over ministries lumted by the institu- 
tion of emergency decrees These corresponded not so 
much to the Emergency Regulations which govern Britain 
in wartime as to the famous "Paragraph 48”, by which the 
Chancellor of the German Reich and his Mimsters were 
enabled to put laws mto effect without the Reichstag, 
thus undermming democratic forms in Germany and pre- 
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paring the way for the coming of the Nazis. In the same 
way 3ie Decree Laws of Doumergue in 1934, of Laval in 
1935, and of Daladier m 1938-9 prepared the way for 
the coming of Fasasm m France. Parliament m itself is 
not the whole of demociacy, even of a capitahst democracy: 
but the frequent supersession of Parliament is undoubtedly 
a grave mfracuon of capitahst democracy, and prepares 
the way for atrophy and for stJl more serious mioads. 

Thus m the summer of 1939, the unprecedented pro- 
posal was brought forward to postpone the French elec- 
tions, a step tliat not even the most reactionary governments 
of France m the previous fifty years had ever dared to 
suggest. But now it was easy. The French elections, due 
m the spring of 1940, were postponed for a year. The 
only possible reason for this appears to have been that 
suggested at the time m some of the newspapers, that the 
Communist Party of France would make unprecedented 
gains m the forthcommg elections. 

A second step was the attempt of the Foreign Secre- 
tary, Georges Bonnet, m July 1939, to use the Decree Laws 
to prosecute Luaen Sampaix, the managing director and 
one of the editors of the Commumst newspaper, I’Hmmntte. 
Two prominent French journalists, one connected with 
Figaro and the other with Le Tevtps, had been arrested on 
charges of receivmg German money and espionage, and 
Sampaix had made their names public in an article in 
I’Humaiute. For this he was prosecuted for infrin ging 
the law forbidding the publication of details relating to the 
mvestigation of espionage cases — a highly convement law 
at that stage of France’s descent into Fasasm and corrup- 
tion. The case had the air of a "frame-up”. In the course 
of his defence, Sampaix asserted that France was riddled 
with German agents well furnished with funds, and that 
he had acted as he did “as a journalist, a Communist, and 
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a Frenchman”. How abusive these Commumsts are, they 
blurt out the truth even before others know or admit it 
Sampaix was acquitted amid popular rejoicing. It was one 
of ^e last chances any French court had of behaAung 
judicially m a pohtical case. That the attempt should 
even have been made was a symptom of tlie “fascisisation” 
of Fiance and a sure sign, war or no war, of a governmental 
conspiracy agamst the freedom of the Press, and, above all, 
against the paper that Jean Jaures had founded, and that 
Cachin, Vadlant-Couturiei, Cogmot, and Sampaix had 
made ^e biggest pohtical mfluence amongst the French 
workmg-class 

A month latei, the thud step was taken. The con- 
clusion of the Soviet-German Non-Aggression Pact*' and 
the rapid diplomatic moves which preceded the outbreak 
of war were made the occasion foi carrymg out the plan 
which Bonnet 'had outlmed to the German Ambassador as 
described above, at the end of Chapter VII. Some ten 
days before the war began, I’Himamte was suppressed, and 
with It Ce Son, the large Pans evening paper, 

France declared wai on the 3rd September, after two 
days m which Bonnet and friends of Hitler did their ut- 
most to delay the declaration. Immediately tliereafter the 
Maginot Lme was manned, and there was complete mobili- 
sation, accompanied by the application of emergency laws 
of unpiecedented seventy. Foi the next nme months 
France was to be held m a reign of terror. Not only 
mihtarj’' but political censorship was imposed. Not onlv 
news but views, even the mildest cnticisms, were brought 
under tlie ban Those who saw French papers at that 
time remarked on the large number of gaps in their 
columns where the censor had blacked out whatever dis- 


♦Dcjh with Ja full in my Jj^ht on Morcou’ 
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pleased him. (The satirical journal, Le Canard Enchanie, 
used to fill these spaces tnth cartoons of an extremely aged 
and formidable spinster called Anastasie, wieldmg a titanic 
pair of scissors.) This made it harder, of course, to under- 
stand m Britain R'hat exactly was happenmg m the French 
Repubhc. Nevertheless there were enough British obser- 
vers m France to have brought back an approximately 
correct picture, had they been willmg; but, as so often 
happens, "there is none so bhnd as those who will not see”. 
It IS necessary', therefore, to give some picture here of the 
general nightmare of reaction and degradation that reigned 
from the outbreak of the war. For this there is now 
material enough and to spare, from the multitude of reve- 
lations by French writers, some of whom kept obstinately 
dumb when their utterance would have been particularly 
helpful, but are now competmg with one another in the 
volubdity of belated wisdom. 

Here I shall mention only some half-dozen aspects of 
this Witches’ Sabbath of reaction. First and foremost was 
the quaht}' of those to whom was handed over the responsi- 
bihty for important posts m the conduct of government 
and of the war. In Chapter the story of the Cagoulards 
("the Hooded Men”) has been bnefiy told Within twenty 
months of this unsavoury episode, some of these Hooded 
Men were to be found in Government posts; for example, 
M. de I’Oncle, m pnson as a Cagoulard at the beginning of 
the war, was presently found to be occupying a prominent 
position in the Ministry of Supply. Then the various 
Fascist parties and organisations, whose roll of dishonour 
I have given m Chapter HI, would, it might reasonably 
have been demanded, have experienced a greater degree of 
restriction after August 1939; on the contrary their ad- 
herents were found m many of the most responsible posi- 
tions One of the most outstanding of the French Fascists 
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was Jacques Doriot, renegade Communist and police-agent, 
who was built up into a sort of Fuehrer after the electoral 
struggle of 1936 had exhibited the feebleness of the Croix 
de Feu and its leader, Count de la Rocque. This creature, 
who did not even trouble to conceal the resemblance of his 
organisation to its German model, was soon to be found 
filhng a high office m the Censorship. Outside the Army 
command itself, no post could be found more convenient 
for a Fifth Colummst. This placmg of Fascists, Cagou- 
lards, and others of the worst elements of reaction in key 
positions made it extremely easy for German and Italian 
agents to carry on that work of corruption which was to 
reach such a high pitch by the summer of 1940. 

The Anti-Soviet Drive 

The second aspect to which attention should be drawn 
IS the extent to which the reactionary ruling class of France 
concentrated its hatred on the Soviet Union. This, of 
course, was common to Bntam, France, and the U.S.A. 
But in France it even went to the length of demanding 
the withdrawal of the Soviet Ambassador from Paris on 
the ground of a private telegram sent by him to Moscow 
(and read by the French censorship) in which he expressed 
approval of his own Government’s pohcy. This hatred 
rose to a pitch of imd-winter madness durmg the Finnish 
episode I have already written of this (though more 
particularly with reference to Britain) m my books Lig/jf 
on Moscotv and M.7ist the War Spread? and here I need only 
refer to the decision of the French Government to send an 
expeditionary force of 50,000 men against the Soviet 
Union. It meant that hatred of the U.S.SR. had so 
blinded the French ruling class that they were ready to 
launch an attack upon the Red Army, perhaps the greatest 
mihtary force in the world, before they had reached the 
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day of reckoning with the Nazis — and against any opposi- 
tion on the part of the Norwegian or Swedish govcriunents, 
as Pertinax,*the well-known French commentator, revealed 
m his article m the Daily Telegraph of the 14th March, 
1940.^ 

Ineeficiency and Corruption 

The third aspect was the mcapaaty of the reacuonary 
and bureaucratic army command. The war, like all pre- 
vious wars, began with a widespread adulation of the High 
Command; the censorship prevented any whisper of criti- 
cism; and not until after the invasion of France was any 
light of day let mto this bad busmess. The French General 
StafE behaved like the Bourbons, of whom it was said, 
“they forgot nothing and they learned nothmg”. Their 
text-book for what was to prove an entirely new kind of 
war was the experience of the 1914-18 campaign. Every- 
thmg was thought of and planned m terms of tlie previous 
war. This does not mean that the strategy of Marshal 
Foch and others was to be exactly copied. No, the lessons 
drawn from the last war were of a defensive behmd an 
impregnable Magmot Line Of events subsequent to the 
last war, of the advances made, for example, by the Red 
Army, which was the fiist to employ parachute troops, 
the French military men remained either ignorant or con- 
temptuous', and m particular the roles m modern warfare 
of the tatdc and the aeroplane were completely underesti- 


"■Pertinas m this article referred to the conclusion of the Sonet-Fumish 
Peace Treat7 as a loss to the Alhes, and that more moral than material 
"Now as to the material loss”, he asks, "where is it to he found’ In the fact 
that we hare failed to seize an occasion to set foot m Scandinatia and to 
cut Germany off from her supphes of Swedish iron-ore as well as to close 
to both Russia and Germany all land approaches to the Norwegian coast- 
Ime Finland’s surrender will depriTc the Western Powers of an excellent 
oppommity to make their blockade of Germany mote effective on a vital spot ” 
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mated, a piece o£ folly of which newspaper readers m this 
country have been made fully aware by the partisans of 
General de Gaulle. 

Agam, mobilisation was carried out m such a way as 
to strip vital war factories of then essential cadres of skilled 
workers. Skilled engineers were to be found peelmg pota? 
toes and sweeping out couityards in provmcial bariacks 
remote from the line, while the line itself was maintained 
in nearly as sleepy a condition as a provmcial barracks. 
For example, says Andre Maurois in Why trance Fell. 
"The Renault factories, which in peace time employed 
more than thirty thousand workers and which should have 
filled a place of immense importance in the manufacture 
of tanks and trucks, were reduced' at the outbreak of war 
to a personnel of from six to eight thousand men. It was 
fantastic ” The rottenness which was seen m the French 
ruling class had infected the reactionary and bureaucratic 
army command. 

That corruption, an open feature of French pohtics, 
spread rapidly during those first months of the war is un- 
questionable, whilst profiteermg was on a scale resembling 
that of the last war. These twin evils were earned to the 
pomt of supphes going to Germany via Luxemburg and 
Belgium. As Andre Marty wrote in The Trial of the 
French Commumsf Deputies (Lawrence and 'Wishart. Ltd., 
March 1941)' 

"The workers were suffering privations and misery; the trade 
umons had been destroyed and social legislation abohshed in the 
name of a 'war for liberty’; but meanwhile trainloads of iron 
ore were being despatched by M de Wendel (Croix de Feu, 
No. 13) from Briey, through Belgium, without stop, to Germany, 
addressed to his cousm, Herr von Wendel” 

Still another feature of the ni^tmare of degradation 
that set in with September 1939 was the savage censorship 
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of the Press, whose general effects I have mentioned earlier, 
and which, it must be remembered, was used to protect 
the growth of corruption as well as to suppress the growth 
of democracy. 

All these aspects and many others can be summed up 
by saying that there was m all spheres of French political 
life and economy an increasingly Fascistic regime It was, 
however, a merely imitative regune, faithfully copying the 
Nazis in everythmg except those particular methods which 
would have assisted France’s mditary effort. On one as- 
pect of the totahtarian regime, the suppression of the 
workmg-class, it is now necessary to go into considerable 
detail. 

Repression or the Working-class 

The measures for the repression of the French work- 
ing-class took various forms, which deserve somewhat close 
study. I shall deal firstly with the suppression of the Com- 
mumsts and secondly with the suppression or mutilation 
of the French trade umons. 

Early m September the French Communist Party was 
declared illegal, its offices raided, and its property seized. 
The Communist Party at this time had over 300,000 mem- 
bers in a population of forty million, and far exceeded m 
Its Size the Socialist Party of France In the Pans region 
It was the largest party of all and had an immense follow- 
mg m the more mdustnal regions as well. 

Next came the attach on the muniapalities of France. 
Many of these' had Communist majorities in the Town 
Council Many of the mayors were Communists, and in 
other towns there was a large minority of Communist 
councillors. Here the attack on the Communists turned 
mto an attach on the right of the French people to elect 
their own local government. In a whole series of towns 
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the regular local government institutions were suppressed 
and government agents were sent down to conduct the 
affairs of the municipality. Altogether several thousand 
Commumst councillors were thus removed, and hundreds 
of thousands of the people of France placed under arbitrary 
rule. 

These ferocious methods of persecution of the Com- 
munists by the Daladier Government were exultantly 
reported to the French Senate on the 19th March 1940, by 
the Radical Minister, Sarraut, who some ten years earlier 
had proclaimed "Commumsm is the Enemy!” and who was 
now able to carry through a capitalist vendetta under the 
pretext of national defence. He said: 

"The Communist electoral mandates no longer exist. Three 
hundred Commumst mumcipal councils have been suspended. 
In all, 2,778 elected Commumsts, city or district municipal 
councillors, have been deprived of their seats 

“Measures have been taken against 443 public employees and 
officials belongmg to the Communist Party Many other Com- 
munists have been dismissed from posts of vanous kinds 

“The Commumsts had I’Hmmmte and Ce Soir, with a cir- 
culation of 500,000 and 250,000 respectively. These papers have 
been suppressed, together with 159 other sheets The printmg 
plants have been closed down Commumsm no longer has a 
platform or a press. 

"Six hundred and twenty-mne trade unions have been dis- 
solved, and measures have been taken to prevent their bemg 
reorgamscd Eleven thousand raids have been made on premises 
that might serve for Communist meetings 

“Furthermore, 675 Communist political groups have been 
disbanded 

“The mihtants are being tracked down; 3,400 had been 
arrested by the 7th March and the pursuit is still in progress. 
Numerous foreign accomphees have been interned in concentra- 
tion camps or deported In all, 8,000 individual sentences have 
been passed on Commumsts ” 
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The excuse has, of course, been advanced for these 
and other repressive measures against the Communists in 
France that strong measures had to be taken to suppress 
them because, as it is alleged, they were “anti-War” and 
“pro-Hitler”, and preaching defeatism It is worthwlule 
stating some of the many answers to this assertion. The 
first IS that the allegation as made is untrue; any plausibi- 
lity that clever press campaigns may have given it disappears 
into thm air when one realises that the accusers, the French 
rulmg class, vfere from the start themselves “anti-'War”, 
in many ways “pro-Hider”, and m all respects “defeatist”. 
The “sell-out” which they accused the Commumsts of seek- 
ing was their own secret ambition, destined to be rapidly 
and fully realised, it is unlikely that they and the Com- 
munists would have held the same views One can perhaps 
test this by considering why Pans was not defended against 
the Germans, after the many official boasts that it would 
be defended house by house. There is now scarcely room 
L reason for not defending it was that 

me Government knev'' the defence would be rapidly trans- 
fomwd mto a fight of the French workmg-class against the 
invader, followed or accompamed by a transfer of power 
to the workmg-class. 

Another answer, less important but nevertheless of 
® repression began before the Communists 
really had a chance to show what their reactions were to 
^ answer is certainly true m respect of any 
penod after the latter part of August 1939. Yet another 
smswCT, that the suppression of the Commumsts can hardly 
nave been brought about by anythmg they did during the 
war, since it had been definitdy planned long before, is 
^ply proved by the conversation between Bonnet and the 
^^an Ambassador, which is set out m Chapter VH. 
en one reflects on the position in France, it becomes 
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clear that the ruling class would inevitably plan to use the 
opportunity of the outbreak of a war for the suppiession 
of all the Left-Wing opponents whom thej'- really feared, 
and would equally inevitably seek to excuse their actions 
by accusing those opponents of bemg anti-War. Few 
students of history have failed to observe that in every war 
and m every crisis leactionary rulers seek to weaken the 
opposition and maintam their own power by the wildest 
and most unscrupulous misrepiesentations of the attitude 
and activities of the more formidable and unbribeable of 
their opponents, be they — according to period — ^liberals, 
radicals, sociahsts, anarchists, or communists. They have 
equally sought to destroy every piogressive element, such 
as shop steward or trade union o£aals, who have sought 
to defend working-class conditions, by plastermg them 
with the opprobrious label of “Gimmunists” and meting 
them out the same treatment. 

Purging Parliament 

Next came the Parhament. Here the Communist 
deputies had formed a Workers’ and Peasants’ Party which 
was not caught by the decree for the suppression of Com- 
munist mandates, and enrolled themselves as its repie- 
sentatives The endeavour was made to treat them as 
pariahs and exclude them from the normal rights of depu- 
ties, while an occasion was bemg sought to take aiminal 
proceedings against them. This occasion was found in 
the demand put forward by die Communist deputies for 
a secret session of the French Chamber to discuss the ques- 
tion of war and peace. It adds a touch of irony that at 
the same time Mr. Lloyd George put forward a similar 
demand for a secret session in Britain on the same subject 
— ^to which the British Government eventually agreed. 
No news of diis parallel happening in Britain appeared in 
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the Frencli neirspapers, apart from a couple of lines or so 
m If Temps, ITie news was suppressed because die French 
Government had chosen to make diis the ground for 
depriving the Commonist deputies, wholly unconstitu- 
tionally and illegally, of their seats, and thus disfranchisiag 
a nuHion and a half of the French electorate. At the 
same time, they not only excluded them from the Chamber 
but also arrested all of them whom they could find. 
Currency was also given through the kept and gagged Press 
to the most absurd rumours, such as that the leader of die 
French Communists, i'launce Thorez. one of the deputies 
whom they could not find, was in Germany. 

Attacel ox Trade Uxiox Bights axd CtoXDmoxs 

The attack on the conditions and trade union rights 
of the French workmg-dass began with the general mobi- 
lisation of the 1st September 1939. On the 3rd Septem- 
ber the weekly rest-iky for workers engaged in war work 
was swept away. On the /th September a decree was 
issued lengthening the working week to 72 hours (in 
theory an SO per cent increase), while collective agreements 
and concihatiorv measures were abolished. By lldi 
November 1939 die right to elect shop stewards (workers’ 
delegates) was abolished. 

Vages were cut in an astounding way. Overtime, 
wmch was apphed to an excessive degree, was at first 
worked without any pay at all for a number 
of hoiro, and m any case was actually paid at less than the 
normal hourly rate. Moreover, wages were undermined 
m vanoM indirect ways Hve million Frenchmen had 
been mob^d, for example, women and children fitimg 
some of their places at very low rates of wages, whilst in 
many factones the mobiHsed workers were stnt back to 
'svork and given soldiers’ pay, which was so low (l%d. a 
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day) that the inadequate pay of British soldiers appeared 
princely by comparison. 

By a “national wages policy” decree of the 10th 
November, so-called “stabilized” wages were fixed — ^which 
might have been defended had the cost of livmg remained 
stabilized. It had been stabilized on paper in the openmg 
days of the war, but before five months were past such a 
journal as Le Peuple admitted on the 25 th January 1940 
that “in a number of districts, the cost of hvmg index had 
risen 25 to 30 points”. “ 

The attack on the French trade unions and on the 
trade union rights of the French working-class took a 
second form, the trade unions themselves were disrupted 
by the wholesale expulsion and arrests of Communists. A 
considerable number of the umons afEhated to the C.G T, 
had Commumsts as general secretaries, while m some unions 
and trades councils a majority of the workers’ delegates 
(shop stewards) were Communists. Wholesale arrests m 
such cases meant the dismtegration and break-up of any 
effective trade umonism, as M. Sarraut boasted in the 
passage quoted above, 629 trade unions were dissolved by 
the Government. In other cases, where the unions were 
under control of those who held a standpoint similar to 
that of M Rene Belin, then Assistant-General-Secretary of 
the C,G.T. and now in the Vichy Government, there was 
no effective protest whatever agamst the most extreme 
measures taken by the Government 

Further, as stated in the issue of Ovil Liberties for 
February 1940, vacancies for the positions of trade union 
officials could “no longer be filled by election”, and the 
appointments made were subject to the confirmation of the 

'^A chore digest of come of the labour decrees in question appears in the 
Appendix at the end of this chapter 



THE war: reaction triumphs 


159 


Mmistry of Labour. To explain this rather extraordinary 
inYasion of the democratic rights of trade unionists, a note 
was appended to the Decree of 10th November 1939 
specifically statmg that this provision was necessary in order 
to exclude members of the Commumst Party from ofiScial 
positions m the trade unions. The comment made in the 
Enghsh journal runs: “The gradual disappearance of civil 
liberty m Prance gives us ample warning of what may 
happen in this country if we are not continually on our 
guard to ensure that the Government does not, under the 
guise of legislation for the defence of the realm and the 
efficient prosecution of the war, mtroduce measures which 
fundamentally curtail our rights of organization, assembly 
and freedom of speech.” 

This wholesie destruction of French trade uniomsm 
c^d never of course have been achieved without the aid 
of the French Socialists, who were led by their fear and 
hatred of the Commumsts to join m the work and to break 
up the unions from withm. This extraordmary episode, 
which bound the working-class of France hand and foot, 
depnved it of its democratic nghts, and rendered it tem- 
praarily unable to resist the sell-out to Hitler that was 
bemg prepared, IS unhappily only a repetition of equallv 
disastrous episodes m other countries. 

A Twai, Behind Closed Doors 


m the trial of the French Commumst Deputies bv a 
tary court in Paris in March and early April 1940 
The proceedings were held for the most part inla^ra and 

steps'* 

pabUcaopp of 

iTiPmU ® mentioned above. ) Forty-four French 

■*>»bm of p„la„.eot 4 trK 
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expressed m their letter of the 1st October 1939 addressed 
to M. Edouard Herriot, Speaker of the Chamber of 
Deputies, m which they requested the summoning of Parlia- 
ment to debate the issue of war and peace. Now in France, 
as in Britain, it had hitherto been believed that, whether 
in war or in peace, it is a touchstone of democracy that 
members of parliament should have full privilege to express 
opinions withm Parliament. In France it was not left as 
a matter of historical tradition, but was made part of the 
fundamental law of the Constitution of the French Re- 
public According to the Law of 16th July 1875 (section 
13), “No member of either Chamber may be prosecuted 
or made lesponsible for opimons expressed or votes given 
by him in the exercise of his duties.” It was in direct 
violation of the constitution and laws of the French Re- 
public that the deputies were arrested, held in prison for 
nearly five months as common criminals without even the 
privileges conceded by French law to political prisoners, and 
brought to trial. 

It IS true that precedents can be found for such treat- 
ment. The Bolshevik deputies in the Tsar’s Duma, or 
semi-parliament, were tried m November 1914, imprisoned 
and exiled to Siberia; and the Nazis in 1933 broke the 
constitution in their arrests in connexion with the Reichstag 
Fire Daladier did not dare to quote these precedents; nor 
would they have sufficed, for as will be seen things were 
done from which even the Nazis had shrunk; they had at 
least conducted the Reichstag Fire Trial in public. Perhaps 
only Daladier’s Minister of Justice, the crook Bonnet, could 
have cited such precedents without a blush; but then Bonnet 
was destined in the following August to be appointed as the 
prosecutor of Daladier and others in the "Riom Trials”, 
then being projected by the new Fascist France of Petain! 

The indictment charged the accused with 
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"Having, by partacipatmg in the constitution and function- 
ing of a group entitled the 'French Workers’ and 'Peasants’ Group’ 
and particularly by drawing up and sending out on 1st October 
a letter addressed to the President of the Chamber of Deputies, 
which preaches peace under the auspices of the Soviet Union, 
taken part m an activity which has directly or mdirectly the 
object of propagating the slogans emanating from or dependent 
on the Third Communist International and organs controlled in 
fact by this International ’’ 

The first two charges do not bear examination. The 
first IS that they formed a “French Workers’ and Peasants’ 
Group ” To form such a group was perfectly withm 
their rights, as was recogmsed by Hernot himself, who in 
his capaaty as Speaker or Chairman of the House had 
written these M.P.s a letter m which he assured them that 
their action was legal and constitutional. The second, that 
they put forward certam opmions, was fully safeguarded 
by the Constitutional Law of 1875, quoted above. It is 
clear, therefore, that the only count in the indictment 
which had any substance m it (by which I do not mean 
that It showed an ofience but that lie allegations did at any 
rate have some plausibility) was their connection wiA the 
Commumst International. 

The Precedent of Thiers 

Now for this there was a precedent, and a dreadful one. 
the bloodthirsty Thiers, a few months after his 
butchery of the Commune of Paris (to which I have 
referred in Chapter I) , was givmg evidence before a parha- 
mentary enquiry, he declared that the 'Very existence” of 
the First International, led by Marx and Engels and com- 
posed of representauves of the working-class of the 
countries of Europe and North America, mrhidmg the 
Bntish trade union leaders, and embodying in itself and in 
11 
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its personnel the highest aspirations of the working-class, 
was a crime. Thiers said: 

“It was I who conceived the idea of regarding mere afSha- 
tion to the International as a cnme. Membership m this society, 
whose very existence is a cnme, must be regarded as a new cnme 
to be added to those which it is the purpose of crmunal legisla- 
tion to suppress, for the aun of this society is to combme the 
efforts of foreign malefactors with those of French malefactors.” 

This was the precedent adopted by Daladier & Co., 
and then by Paul Reynaud, to the accompaniment of 
applause from the reactionaries and the pro-Hitler section 
of the “200 Families”. But they improved on it. Thiers 
had stated m 1872 that the onginal idea was to deprive the 
Communards of their French citizendbp, but that “such 
a measures seemed to us too extreme”. The successors of 
Thiers in the spring of 1940 took a leaf out of the book, 
not of Thiers but of Hitler, who deprived Einstein and 
many of the greatest German writers and scientists of their 
citizenship; and they proceeded to deprive some of the best 
working-class fighters of France of their French nationality. 

Thus the nemesis of the French Republic, in the grip 
of the milhonaires, brought about in the last weeks of its 
life the same persecution of the working-class and its re- 
presentatives out of which it had been born. For within 
a few weeks of this trial, in which the only cnnunality and 
infamy attaches to the prosecutors, the Repubhc had ceased 
to exist. 

Monstrous as was the indictment, the procedure, con- 
duct, and circumstances of the trial so far exceeded all the 
norms of French justice that it was considered better to 
hold it in secret. The legal battle on the demand of the 
prisoners for a public hearing took up twelve hours of 
argument, which had to take place m public, for the law 
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demands tliat all points of procedure must be discussed in 
public “There is no precedent”, said the defending advo- 
cate, the courageous Marcel Willard, “for a pohticai trial 
in France taking place behmd dosed doors. The trials of 
Danton, Baboeuf, and Blanqm were all pubUc. The judge 
may say ‘we are at war’, but durmg the last war there was 
no case of a trial being held m secret ” 

For the rest, we may quote the account given by an 
English Barrister, one of the few foreign observers of the 
tnd, and punted m the May 1940 issue of Ctvtl Libertiesi 


“The tnal opened with a public session. Apart from formal 
matters, the only question discu^d was whether MM Daladier, 
Bonnet, and Hecnot should he called as witnesses by the Defence 
M Hemot, whose evidence would undoubtedly have been ai 
tte u^ost importance, claimed immunity as President of the 
Chamber. Daladier and Bonnet claimed immunity as 
Wers, under a law of 1812 Neither was'a Minister wh4 the 
matter was diseased, the Daladier Government having resigned 

of th^^riT? later, after tie formation 

ot the preset Government— of which he is not a member He 

clawed to be too dl m attend, and the Court upheld his object 
’P’'“ ” R,aial p«:t, Coo^a, 

"JVwl m Camera, 


‘ The second session, also held la pubhc j: 

cusnon as to vvhether the case should iShS mT ^ 
not pretended that anv ° ^ “ camera. It was 

reason for excludmo' n w involved: the only 

would hm emfaiumed PuWiaty for tins trial 

bdieve It thmil.! t,o l , f session, I can well 

w» W m SIf *>■■« •k« M 

■■Not cooKnt wM. tl. eoTOtuuent otdtrt at 
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least one newspaper to cease reporting the trial at all The ban 
was withdrawn next day, but important parts of Press reports 
were deleted by the censor throughout the tnal It should be 
emphasised that the censored reports related to those parts of 
the tnal which must always be pubhc. , . 

“At the end of the evidence for the Prosecution, the Defence 
asked for, and obtained, a declaration by the Court that all this 
evidence related solely to events taking place withm the precincts 
of the Chamber. This was remarkable as being the only occasion 
on which any pomt was decided m favour of the Defence But, 
further, it entitles us to assume that no evidence was given as 
to any commumcation between the prisoners and the Third 
International, because, clearly, if any such communication had 
taken place it must have done so outside the Chamber 

“As to the letter to M. Herriot, requests that the British 
Parhament should discuss peace proposals were made and acted 
upon in England and the Third International was not held 
responsible It must further be remembered that the French 
constitution forbids the prosecution of Deputies for opinions 
expressed m the course of their parhamentary duties 
'T/je Seiiiences, 

"There is reason to suppose, theiefore, that the charge agamst 
these Deputies would hardly have stood up to pubhc examma- 
tion All the prisoners were nevertheless convicted and 36 sen- 
tenced to 5 years’ imprisonment (the maximum). Tliese 36 
mcluded all those tried m their absence. The remainder were 
'released’ as first offenders, that is, they have been interned. 

“The issue at this trial, then, was not whether the prisoners 
would be convicted; in fact, it became a question of to what 
extent could the Defence break through the secrecy surrounding 
the trial This was possible, after the first sessions, only with the 
help of carefully diosen pomts of procedure, as decisions on 
points of procedure are settled m public. Thus it was, for 
instance, that we learnt tliat the prosecution had 'altered’ the 
Deputies’ letter to Herriot so as to fit their argument 
^'Eiighsh Witnesses. 

“It should be mentioned that two Enghsh witnesses give 
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evidence for the Defence at the trial. One of these was Lord 
Farmgdon, the Honorary Treasurer of the National Council for 
Civil Liberties, But ns all witnesses were heard in secret, it would 
be ‘contempt’ of the French court to reveal the evidence which 
they gave ” 

The Defence Speaks 

For commcntaiy on the trial and its significance, it 
may be best to let the prisoners themselves, whose voice m 
their own country was muffled, be heard The speech 
delivered by one of them. Deputy Billoux, began with the 
words 

"Neither the Commumst Deputies nor Communism are on 
trial here There is not a single serious clement in the entire 
arsenal of laws established to serve the capitalist class that can 
justify the Communist Deputies being impnsoned and haled 
before the Courts The history of soaeties and regimes contain 
periods when the rulmg classes are only able to maintain them- 
selves in power at the cost of violating their own legal system. 
"We know of such examples in the history of our country, but we 
also see that sooner or later the people put an end to such dicta- 
torships by revolutionary means ” 

Then, after deahng briefly with the trumped-up 
charges of the indictment, Biiloux turned to mdict the 
accusers He traversed the whole internal and foreign 
policy of the Government and of the ruling class of France. 
He defended his party’s pohey, saymg* 

“We were the first m this country to proclaim the danger of 
mternational fascism to world peace We it was who, with the 
greatest zeal, exposed Hitlensm to the French pubhc Although 
we never preached war as a means of domg away with this hated 
r^gune, although we always asserted that the hberation of the 
German people must be the work of the German people them- 
selves, we stood for the pohey of organizmg resistance to the 
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ambitions of Fascism. For years we urged on the French 
jGovemment; Either you exert all your eflForts to save the peace 
and the independence of the country, by umtmg all men of good* 
will throughout Europe, or you will sabotage this effort and 
Will bear the responsibihty for the war that will then break 
out. 

^*Ve shall be implacable enemies of this war which you had 
no desire to avert, this war which may spread over the whole 
world, because you placed the defence of the capitalist privileges 
above concern for the peace and mdependence of nations. It is 
this war that is now raging over ill-fated Europe. 

"The culpnt is the capitalist regime, which, to use Jaures* 
words, 'bears war within itself as the cloud bears the storm’ , . 

At another point he bitterly criticised the leaders of 
the Socialist Party (“The capitalists hope to be able for a 
long time to deceive the people, because they have the 
support of the Sociahst Party”), and went on to say: 

“We are intematioaahsts. We are the only intcrnationahsts. 
The working people of all races and all colours are our brothers. 
We feel a common bond with the nuners and seamen of England, 
the metal workers of Essen, the dockers of Hamburg, the 
workers of Prague, the peasants of Poland, the fellahm of Arabia, 
and the coohes of Chma, as with the free workers and peasants 
of the Soviet Umon.” 

Inspired by the examples of Karl Liebknecht at his 
tnal by the German Government in the 1914-18 War and 
of Georgi DimitrofF in 1933, Billoux fought to expose hi' 
accusers of the rulmg class. Amongst his final remarks 
were: 

“We don’t want to be the slaves of Hitler, the vassals of 
Chamberlain, or the servants of Mussohm, 

"Yes! We love the people of France and wish to deliver it 
from diose who are leadmg it to the catacombs and ruin, from 
those who are sub/ectmg it to the shame of dictatorship. 
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. . We Commumsts call on the people to fight for bread, 
hbertf, and peace. 

"Yes' We are Communists! \7e are proud to be the heirs 
of the Communard-,, -who, by their self-sacrifice, saved the rc- 
pubhc and fought for the emancipation of the working people. 
Marx said of them that they had stormed the heavens 

"Communism means peace, the development of the human 
personahtv and human dignity, the advance of science and the 
arts, the flowermg of human dvilization. We are Frenchmen 
and that is why we want, from the bottom of our hearts, to see 
France free, strong, and happy. 

"We are internaoonahsts and that is why we regard every 
victory of the proletariat, in whatever country, as our own 
•rictory, 

'^es' We consider the building of socialism in the U S SFL. 
to be the first act of the world revolution which will rid the 
peoples of oppression and war! . . . 

"We are confident in our country, in the France of 1795, 
1830, 1848, in the France of the Paris Commune, in the France 
of February 1934, and of May 1956." 

The Guillotine for Dangerous Thoughts 

The trial of the deputies ended on the 3rd April 1940, 
Six days later the climax of this savage persecution was 
reached. Decrees were promulgated imposing t/je death 
penalty on "every Frenchman who takes part willingly in 
an attempt to disajffect the Army or the nation widi the 
object of hampering national defence”; and in the pream- 
ble to the decree it was said that "this clause, which has a 
general apphcation, would strike at the same time at Com- 
munist propaganda, pro-Hitler propaganda, and eventually 
any propaganda evidendng the same characteristics which 
may manifest itself.” Note how widely the net is spread 
by tie last clause. Any critic of the Government anyone 
who voiced opinions which were progressive or were dis- 
liked by a police spy, could be put to death under it. 
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By another decree “preparing, stocking, or supplying 
instruments of Communist propaganda” becomes a crime 
pimishable by death Now a leaflet would count as an 
"instrument” of Communist propaganda. To distribute 
one in Great Bntam m a factory could lead to dismissal, or 
at worst, if the factory were a “protected place”, to fine or 
prison; m France it would be “supplymg” — and means 
the guillotme. To have a Commumst leaflet m one’s posses- 
sion IS no crime m Britain, though it may horrify a pohce- 
man; but m France it amounts to “stockmg” — a capital 
offence. Similarly “preparing” covers the mere collection 
of facts and figures about wages and conditions, or profits, 
or food prices; and the penalty for “preparmg” is deatli. 
So atrocious was this decree that it aroused immediate 
protest in Great Britam. The following letter was sent to 
the Press by some two dozen signatories, including G. 
Bernard Shaw, H. G. "Wells, and E. M. Forster: 

“We wish to protest as strongly as we can against the new 
French decree which makes the propagation of Communist and 
'defeatist’ opmions an offence punishable by death. It is un- 
necessary to labour the wide gulf which separates these repressive 
measures from the pnnaples for which it is said the present war 
is bemg fought. We are convmced that the world cannot be 
saved from Nazism and the barbarous repression which that 
term impUes by umtatmg the standards and the methods of that 
abhorrent regime 

“We urge that the French Government should reahse the 
profound distress that has been caused amongst the Bntish 
public by this decree, and that the Bntish Government should 
press for its withdrawal.” 

Viewed in the light of the history of the last few years, 
it seems natural, almost mevitable, that this ruthless and 
unscrupulous suppression of hberty and of working-class 
standards should have taken place in the war, and indeed 
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tbat the collapse and '*sell-out” of June 1940 should ensue; 
but at the time the trend of events was successfully con- 
cealed from all but the shrewdest observers. The Daladier- 
Bonnet Government managed to delude British Com- 
mentators into the belief that all was gomg well, and had 
effectively hidden, especially from those whose eyes did 
not want to be opened, the fact that somethmg was rotten 
m the state of France. There was little military action 
against Germany, the conditions of the Army were abomm- 
able, the foreign pohcy was chiefly the working out of the 
future Anglo-French hegemony of Europe and the im- 
mediate preparation of war upon the Soviet Umon. Daladier 
jomed with Chamberlain in calling the farcical and jerry- 
mandered meeting of the League of Nations m December 
on the question of Finland, by February, when he must 
have known that his Army could not or would not resist 
a German attack, he had planned the dispatch of 100,000 
Anglo-French troops to fight against the Red Army in 
Finland. 

Then came the German seizure of Denmark and Nor- 
way, followed by the fiasco of Narvik, Namsos, etc These 
brought down the Chamberlam Government m Britam, as 
the Finnish affair had brought down the Daladier Govern- 
ment m France. The Nemesis of the reactionaries was now 
beginning to work! 

But thmgs were not yet quite ripe for the "sell-out”, 
or rather for the immediate transfer of power to those 
sections of the French rulmg class who could carry out a 
deal with Hitler. M. Paul Reynaud became Premier, 
while Daladier continued as Mmister of War, along with 
Gamelin as Generahssuno, Reynaud, whom we have seen 
previously as the apostle of devaluation in 1936, had no 
particular following in the French Chamber, and it was 
reahsed that his Government was at the mercy of the poll- 



170 


THE FALL OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC 


tical intrigues of the larger parties. At the best it could 
be only a stop-gap. What lay on the other side of the 
gap I shall relate in the next chapter. 


Appendix to Chapter VIH 

BRIEF DIGEST OF FRENCH LABOUR LEGISLATION 

Decree, September 1, 1939. 

Article 1. Weekly hours for men 

All establishments referred to m Article 6 of Book 11 of the 
Labour Code, i.e. all mdustnal, commercial, handicraft, and 
co-operative enterprises and pubhc hospitals and institutions 
are authorised to mcrease working hours from 40 to SO a week. 
Article 2. Daily Hours 

The working day must not exceed 11 hours, or 12 hours with 
the consent of the Inspector of Labour.''’ 

Where work in contmuous processes is being earned on in 
the interests of national defence or for the pubhc services, 
workmg hours may be extended to 72 hours with the consent 
of the Inspector of Labour, 

Decree, November 10 th. 

The Mimster of Labour may sanction unliimted extension 
of hours set forth in Articles 1 to 3 m decree law of September 
1st, and in the case of mines be may in consultation with the 
Mimster of Pubhc Works sanenon unlimited extensions of the 
hours provided m the Decree of 10th September. 

Decree, September 1st. 

Article 3 Women and children may not work more than 10 
hours a day and 60 hours a week. 

*The Inspector of Labour corresponds rought^ to our Chief Inspector of 
Factories. 
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Hours of hitncrs 
Decree, September 10 th 

Increases the hours of mincn from 38*/^ n week to 3254 
(inclusive of 2J minutes rest periods and both winding times) 
and 8 J4 a day. Same rule Tcgarduig overtime .applies to miners 
Hours of Railuays 
Decree, October 6ch 

Authorises the suspension of the collective agreement between 
the railway staff and the National Railway Company Increases 
the length of the working day to 10 hours actual w’ork and 
5 hours addioonal traacUing time, with a minimum rest penod 
of 12 hours between working days. 

Mmstcr’s Powers tn Rclahon to Hours and Working Conditions 
Decree, November 10th. 

In all industncs any alteration m working conditions requires 
the consent of the Mmister of Labour, and in national defence 
industncs the consent also of the appropriate Minister. 

Overtime Rates 
Decree, September 1st, 

Article 9. The hourly rate is to be paid for the first 40 hours 
woikcd Thereafter die worker is to receive no pay for the next 
five hours worked, and three-quarters of the hourly rate (cal- 
culated as l-4Jth of the normal week rate), for all work hours 
in excess of 45, the employer being obliged to pay the remaining 
quarter to the Public Treasut)' for the National Solidanty Fund 
Decree of September 26th amended tlus system By the amend- 
ment, the employer was obhged to pay to tlie Treasury the wages 
for the 5 hours between the 40th and the 45th and one-thurd 
instead of one-quarter of the hours worked in excess of 45, the 
worker receiving for hours over 45 only two-thirds of his 
hourly rate 

The Decree of 27th October repealed tbs amended article 
and substituted the followmg 

(1) The workman is to receive three-fifths of the hourly 
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rate for all hours worked m excess of 40, balance being payable 
to Treasury, 

(2) Workmen not working a full week are to have their 
wages proportionally reduced, balance being paid to the Treasury. 

(3) Employees paid by the mondi m commercial enter- 
prises and admimstrative staff paid by tlie month m industrial 
enterprises are to have their wages reduced for hours worked in 
excess of 43. 

(4) Employees whose remuneration is independent of die 
number of hours worked — ^largely managenal staff — are to have 
a deduction of 40 per cent on any increases in wages they may 
be paid arising out of increased hours of work If, however, 
they work longer hours without gettmg an mcrease m salatjS 
the levy does not apply. 

Taxes on Wages 
Decree, September 1st. 

From October 1st the wages of all workers aged between 
18 and 49 who have not been called up are subject to a 15 per 
cent tax on earned income. 

Decree, January 1st, 1940. 

From January 1st all wages are to be subject to a special tax 
of 5 per cent m addition to the ordinary tax of 8 per cent, and 
the special tax of 1 5 per cent on the wages of men of mihtary 
age as set out by the decree of September 1st. 

Wage Rates Vohcy 

(1) Decree, November 10th. 

In mdustnes not engaged on naaonal defence, alterations in 
wage rates may be made oidy with the consent of a State Higher 
Committee, or a rate may be imposed by it if it cannot be agreed 
upon by the parties m the mdustry. The Minister may fix an 
appropnate wage-scale for a region or profession 

A penalty of three times the over-pajunent b imposed for 
payment m excess of the legal rate (Note . — ^Same applied to 
under-payment.) 
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Artfch 13 "All existing legislation respectuig conciliation and 
arbitration in labour disputes is suspended The wage-revision 
clause of all existing collective agreements are suspended” 

Noie — ^\^anous statements have been made to the effect that the 
practice of collective agreements remams the keystone of French 
pohey 

SiKpeitsJon of extstwg Workerf Delegates {Shop Stnvards) 
Decree, November 10 th. 

The election of 'workers’ delegates (or shop stewards) is 
abohshed for the duration of the 'war. All existmg delegates 
are dismissed and replaced by persons nommated by the trade 
umon ('whether indtistnal, rchgious, or a company union) most 
representative of the workers emploj’ed m the undertaking. In 
the Case of national defence mdustnes the consent of the Minister 
of Labour to the nomination is required. 



CHAPTER K 


INVASION AND DEBACLE 

hfth Column tn power— -Mtlitary dibScle and moral collapse — 
Capitulation — A new Fascist Constitution. 

At 3 a.m. on the 10th hfey 1940, the German land and 
air forces invaded the Netherlands, Belgium, and Luxem- 
bourg, and followed' this up a few hours later by ultimata 
demanding surrender. The mvaded Powers appealed for 
help to ^e Allies, who agreed and issued declarations. 
General Gamelin, supreme commander of the Allied forces, 
issued an order of the day which concluded with the words: 
"The passwords for France and her Allies are courage, 
energy, confidence,” On the same day Mr. Neville 
Chamberlain resigned, following on the debate of the 7lii 
and 8th May m the House of Commons on the Norwegian 
fiasco. It only took the German armies, using airborne 
troops, a few hours to overrun a great part of Holland. 
On the 14th May the Dutch Commander-in-Chief, General 
Winkelman, capitulated. Meantime, the German advance 
in Belgium continued against mixed Belgian, French, and 
British armies. 

On the 18th May, Reynaud, the Prime Minister, took 
over the Mimstry of National Defence from Daladier, who 
became Foreign Secretary. It will be remembered that the 
Daladier Cabmet, after holdmg office for twenty-two 
months had resigned on the 20th March, in the face of the 
hostile attitude of the Chamber of Deputies. Paul 
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Reynaudj formerly Fmance Almister, had become Premier 
and Minister for Foreign Affairs on the 21st March, Bonnet, 
who had been Mimster of Justice for some months, dis- 
appeared from the Government. 

Reynaud, as already stated, was without any following 
in the Camber. His hold on the premiership was bound 
to be precanous unless he was able to enrol support from 
the extreme Left or from the extreme Right. He chose 
to seek help from the Right, who for their part were pre- 
pared to use him for a space until they could throw him 
aside. Meantune it was generally thought that as Premier 
he would wage war more vigorously, and he was 
certainly prepared to use vigorous language The All>es 
appeared very pleased to have Reynaud, and he was publicly 
spoken of as an outspoken foe of the Nazis. 

Influences on Reynaud 

Actually, however, Reynaud was very directly subject 
to Nazi influences. His mistress, Helene de Portes, was a 
Fifth Colummst This ambitious woman had a talent at 
once for money-makmg and for political intrigue, and had 
become one of the most important agents of tie Nazi spy, 
Abetz. Her salon, with its pohucm parties, became the 
rallymg pomt of the Fifth Column m France. Part of it 
was orgamsed m the Gomite France-Allemagne, corres- 
pondmg to the Anglo-German Fellowship in Britain In 
effect Ribbentrop directed Abetz and Abetz directed 
i^dame de Portes, At a critical moment such a combma- 
tion would obviously be able to turn Reynaud. At the 
be^nmng of his premiership the influence was already 
being exerted, and in the middle of May his mvocation of 
^pport from the Right was a significant step towards the 
sell-out’ This was the Prime Minister and Minister of 
National Defence who announced on tie 18ti May that 
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m France’s hour of trial he was calling on “new and fresh 
forces”. These turned out to be the 84-year-old Marshal 
Petam, who was made Minister of State and Vice-Premier 
of France, and the 76-year-old General Weygand, who on 
the 20th of May was made Generalissimo m place of 
Gamelm. 

Gamelin had been exalted to the skies in the British 
Press, but nothing positive was known about his qualities. 
After his dismissal it was assumed that he had antiquated 
ideas about the conduct of war. This is not wholly correct; 
and the ideas of Weygand, who replaced him, were certainly 
far from advanced. 

Gamelin 

* 

What sort of man then was Gamelin? Interesting 
hght on his personahty is thrown by an mterview reported 
by Jules Romams, held on the 16th December 1939. The 
interview exhibits Gamehn as one who tmderstood the kmd 
of war he had to face and the probable course of it, gomg 
even so far as to predict a German onslaught through 
Holland and Belgium in the month of May. And yet, 
says Romams, “the man who predicted as if by magic the 
events of May allowed the armies he commanded to be- 
come an almost passive prey to these events”. After ex- 
plaming that Gamelm was a dreamer, he szys that the most 
unusual thmg was "that a dreamer of this type should be 
Generalissimo of the French armies, and Commander-m- 
Chief of the Allied armies, that he should dream of tanks, 
unconcerned by the fact that few tanks were available; 
and dream of an absorbingly mteresting Blitzkrieg which 
would take place m May, yet do nothing, or very little, 
to assure victory for himself rather than for the other 
fellow.” 

These conclusions of Jules Romains present Gamelm 
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as the “pure scientist” of warfare, but they, are to some 
extent invalidated by another passage in which it is re- 
corded that Gamelm, some three years before the war, said 
of the German Army. “I can think of very few of their 
present generals who fought m responsible posts m 1914- 
18 while we are almost all former 1914 Division Com- 
manders, an experience which it is difficult to replace.” It 
IS clear he was not mtendmg to praise the German Army, 
but to blame it for the quahties of possessing youthful 
commanders which had characterised the armies of Napo- 
leon Bonaparte and Soviet Russia! 

Meantime the German advance contmued, the French 
armies had been swung forward on a hmge and at the weak 
pomt of the hmge the German armies had broken through 
into France -The situation became more and more cntical. 
On the 21st May, Reynaud made a long statement to the 
Senate m which he said that “By mcredible mistakes, which 
will be punished, the bndges over the Meuse were not 
destroyed.” The breach opened on the French front was, 
he said, about 100 kilometres in extent; he concluded his 
statement by saying that he had confidence m “Marshal 
Petain, conqueror of Verdun, the great leader who knows 
how French victory can come out of the abyss”. He went 
on to speak of "General Weygand, Foch’s man, who stopped 
the German rush when the front was broken in 1918, and 
who knew later how to change our destimes and lead us 
to victory.” 

Petain 

VTio were these hoary paladins? Phihppe Petam had 
become famous as the defender of Verdun m 1916. It was 
widely known that he had frequently, mdeed usually, dis- 
played an anti-British standpomt, and stiU more an anti- 
popular standpoint. This was not surpnsmg m one who 

12 
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lived m a reactionaiy Catholic tradition, and in whom class 
prejudice had become a passion. In a book published a few 
months ago, Mr. Cecil F. Melville, himself a Catholic and 
an anti-Communist, describes Petam as the Frencli edition 
of Colonel Blimp: “He is the product of the kind of men- 
tality m both France and Britam which, while it cannot 
abide ‘damned foreigners’, nevertheless prefers them, even 
German ones, if only they are 'officers and gentlemen’, to 
Its own co-nationals if these should be socialists, com- 
munists, anarchists, liberals, progressive conservatives, or 
anything under the sun which is anti-reactionary and can 
therefore be conveniently put under one headmg and 
stigmatized as 'damned Reds’. One can imagine Petam 
and Laval gettmg together and ejaculating the French 
edition of 'Gad, sir!’ ” 

This description, accurate enough as a cartoon, does 
not of course go very deep. Actually Petam not only 
formed a smtable facade for the thieves’ kitchen of big 
busmess, the "200 Families” and their paid politicians, but 
had himself a profoundly reactionary standpomt which in 
the guise of Acttoii hancmse has, as we have already seen, 
become a form of Fascism. In pomt of fact, the Charles 
Maurras theory of the reactionary return to the seventeenth 
and eighteenth centuries and the destruction of democracy 
is the best guide to the outlook of Philippe Petain. 

Weygand 

In the case of Weygand a reactionary outlook had 
been fortified by many opportumties of reactionary acti- 
vity. Foch’s dkief -of -Staff in 1918, his mmd obsessed 
wi^ the military theory of 1914-18 and with tlie social 
theory of two centuries earher, "Weygand! was first and 
foremost a furious anti-Communist. He had gladly taken 
up the task of advising the Poles in 1920 when the Red 
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Army was advancing on Warsaw. Thenceforth m his 
anxious vision the Reds were always advancing on Warsaw, 
on Pans, or on Rome. As Mr. Melville says of him m 
1940 "Weygand was defeated in his soul, and m his mmd, 
long before he was defeated on the actual field of battle. 
He was defeated because, fundamentally, his heart was not 
m the battle agamst Hitler. In his inner consciousness he 
was more concerned to fight Communism at home than 
Nazism abroad ” 

These were the paladms, these were the “new and 
fresh forces” whom M. Reynaud summoned to his side. 

Baudouin 

At the same tune Baudoum was brought mto the inner 
circle of the Government At the time in May 1937 
when Leon Blum announced the “pause” m the reforms 
demanded by the Popular Front programme, Baudoum 
was one of Ae agents appomted by the Bank of France, 
whom the unhappy Blum was compelled to accept. He v/as 
a great admirer of Italian Fascism, had undertaken secret 
missions to Mussolmi on behalf of Bonnet, was m touch 
With the Nazis, and toyed with the idea of the “Latm bloc”, 
which was to consist of Italy, France, and Spam, who for 
some reason, never very clearly worked out, were bound to 
combine naturally against Britain and also agamst Germany. 
The influence of Baudoum increased rapidly and a few 
weeks later, when Weygand, whose antiquated ideas of war- 
fare proved even less able than those of Gamehn to stand 
up to the German mvaders, was concentratmg his energies 
agamst the, to him, ever-mcreasmg "Communist menace”, 
It was Baudoum who, m collaboration with Madame de 
Portes, contmually and from the earhest moment urged 
capitulation and surrender 

On the 2yth May it was announced that fifteen French 
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generals had been deprived of their command, and on the 
26th Sir John Dill was appointed Chief of our Imperial 
General Staff in place of Sir Edmund Ironside. 

Still worse trials weie to await the Allies. The Belgian 
Army, commanded by Kmg Leopold HI in person, sur- 
rendered without notifymg their French or Biitish Allies 
tfiat they mtended so to do. M. Reynaud on the 28th 
May broadcast an attack on Leopold III for having laid 
down his arms, and announced firmly that a new line had 
been estabhshed on the Somme and tJie Aisne. 

On the last day of May, a meeting of the Supreme 
Allied Council was held m Paris, and Reynaud, Marshal 
Petam, General Weygand, Admiral Darlan, and M. Bau- 
doum met with Winston Churchill, Attlee, Sir John Dill 
and other British generals. Full agreement was reached 
and was expressed in the following communique: "The 
Allied governments and peoples are more than ever im- 
placably resolved to pursue in the closest possible concord 
their present struggle until victory is achieved.” 

Meanwhile Mr. Churchill had warned tlie House of 
Commons to prepare for "hard and heavy tidings”. The 
British Expeditionary Force, together with several divisions 
of the French Army, had been bottled up in Flanders; the 
Germans had taken Dieppe and then Boulogne and Calais, 
everything was based on Dunkirk. Witli the help of the 
British Navy and the volunteer efforts of civilians who 
owned boats and sea-gomg craft of every description, the 
vast majority of the British Expeditionary Force was res- 
cued in the first days of June, The evacuation from 
Dunkirk went on contmuously from the 1st to the 4th 
June. 

The Debacle 

On the 5 th June the German armies commenced a new 
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offensive nlong the Somme and die Aisnc over a front of 
120 miles, into which as the attack developed they put as 
many divisions. 

On die 6th June, Paul Reyn.aud reconstituted the War 
Cabinet He himself, as Premier and Minister of Defence, 
now took over from Daladicr the Foreign Secretaryship in 
addition. Cliautemps and Marshal Pctain became the tu'O 
vicc-Prcmicrs. The Right Wmger Marin and the Fascist 
Ybarnegaray became Ministers of State, with Mandcl — the 
pupil of Clemenccau — as Minister of the Interior, Monnet 
as Minister of Blockade, and Dautrj' as Minister of Arma- 
ments Tlic German troops steadily advanced. Paris was 
soon threatened, and was put in a state of defence. The 
ministries began dicir ctacuation to Tours and ultimately 
to Bordeaux on die 9tli June. The decision was then taken 
not to defend Pans It is understood, as I mentioned in 
the last chapter, that the mam reason for this W'as the fear 
lest the revolutionary workmg-class and people of Pans 
should re-enact the heroic struggle of the Commune. It 
was about the 13 th June that the excited dotard Weygand 
solemnly mformed his colleagues at a Cabinet meetmg that 
Maurice Thorez was already installed at the Elysee as the 
head of a proletarian government in Pans The rumour, 
for better or worse, was false, and was immediately contra- 
dicted by a telephone call to Paris, but its repetition or per- 
haps Its invention by Weygand makes it clear that even at 
that moment, in the agony of the Frencli people, the old 
anti-BoIshevik fanatic was more concerned with the inter- 
nal enemy than with the defence of his country From 
Tours Reynaud sent a message to Roosevelt asking for the 

*Hc had indeed, according to M Eire J Bois {Truth oi the Tragedy of 
France, Hodder & Stoughton, February as early as the 27th May, 

expressed certain apprehensions about the social consequences which might 
result from a rout of the regiments, and displaced his passion for authority 
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assurance of help from America; to which on the IJth the 
French Government, now at Bordeaux, received a reply 
promismg all material assistance but statmg that tliere could 
be no military comnutments without the consent of 
Congress. 

The British Prime Mmister flew to France, to be met 
by the request to release the French Government from its 
engagement not to make a separate peace or a separate 
armistice. This request he refused. A httle later the 
British Government said that it would be willing to agree 
to the French making an armistice if, before that took 
place, the French Navy was safely lodged in British ports. 
It IS clear that from the I2th June Marshal Petain, \Vey- 
gand, and their supporters had been preparing for an 
armistice. On the 16tla, with the German armies still ad- 
vancing, the French Cabinet held two meetings, and a httle 
after midmght, early m the morning of the 17th, Reynaud 
resigned, and President Lebiun called on Marshall Petain 
to form a Cabmet. A new Cabmet was formed with the, 
up till now, inevitable Chautemps as Vice-Premier, Wey- 
gand as Mmister of Defence, and Baudouin as Minister of 
Foreign Affairs. 

Capitulation 

A few hours later, on the 17th, Marshal Petain broad- 
cast to the people of France the news of surrender. He 
said: 

"It IS with a heavy heart that I say we must cease to fight. 

"I have applied to our opponent to sign with us, as between 


In him the strategist md the tactician began to give way to the pirtistn 
with a fear of Bolshevism From then on his chief thought was to keep 
ready to his hand an army of social defence against an imagmary revolution 
No longer would he command victory” 



iv\.\siov am> nrinct r IS3 

^old'cr": iftcr tlic iigiu snd in l.onnar, 3 trciP^ to pat an end to 
liostiliiic? ” 

It apperr^; th3i ncgotitt'ori': lr<d been go'nq on for $ome 
lime with the German Gotemment throoch the mctlium 
of Senor de Lequerici, the Spanish Amh'aiidor to Franco, 
With whom Manlrl Petam Ind been on terms of closest 
acquaintance 

On the prc\ lous day a list effort a\ as m''dc by the 
British Goacrnmcnt. Ivlr Churchill submitted to the 
French Cabinet tlie draft of an Act of Union by which 
there w'ould be "no longer taao nations but one Franco- 
British Union" Tins went no further. 

The German armies continued to advance while 
arrangements were made for the meeting of Armistice 
plenipotentiaries On the 21st June 1P40, in the Forest 
of Compicgnc, General Hunmgor, M. Noel, and wo other 
French delegates were confronted, m the twin m wdiich 
the armistice of the Ilth November 191S had been signed, 
w’lth Hitler, Gocring, Hess, von Ribbenrrop, General 
Brauchitsch, and General Keitel, and w'crc informed of tlic 
terms of Armistice, which they accepted on the following 
day Thev included in Article 8 a demand that the 
French Fleet should be demobilised and disarmed and placed 
under German and Italian control. 

A Franco-Italian Armistice followed, and at 12 “{f a m 
on the 25th June hostilities ended 

When the terms w'crc made known, Mr. Churchill 
issued a statement saying that "His M 3 jcst\’’s Government 
had heard them wnth grief and amazement", .and went on 
to say that "they cannot feel that such or similar terms 
coidd ha\e been submitted to by any French Government 
W'hich possessed freedom, independence, and constitutional 
authont)'.” The next da}' General de Gaulle, of the French 
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The document quotes a number of facts to prove this 
bankruptcy; it mentions the Lavals, Flandms, Daladiers, 
Bonnets, and Blums who, agamst the mtcrests of the French 
people and to the detriment of the cause of peace, gave all 
possible support to the machinations of world reaction. 

The Lavals, it pomted out, signed the Rome agree- 
ments which gave Italy a free hand to conquer Abyssmia 
and prepared the present onslaught of Italian Fascism on 
France. The Flandms strengthened German imperialism 
by allowmg it to re-militarise the left bank of the Rhme. 
TTie Blums, by their criminal pohey of so-called non-inter- 
vention, brought danger to the PjTcnean frontiers. 
Daladier and his irunisters handed over to Germany, to- 
gether with Czechoslovakia, the armaments of its forty 
divisions which, including 1,600 aeroplanes and JOO tanlcs, 
were now being used to slaughter the French soldiers. 

Creatures of the Stock Exchange, such as Bonnet, it 
declared, si'stematically sabotaged the Franco-Soviet Mutual 
Asristance Pact. "They, all of them, are directly and im- 
mediately responsible for the impenalist war,” 

The document goes on to point out that the bank- 
ruptcy of the French rulmg class is also the bankruptcy of 
the radical and sociahst pohticians, the reacnonar}' leaders 
of the Government who betrayed the workmg people, 
smashed the People’s Front, let loose the forces of reaction 
and caused the present war It is also the bankruptcy of 
the Sociahst Party and its leaders, who stand forth as ring- 
leaders of the impenahst war. "France would not have 
fallen into its present tragic position had the French 
Government pursued a loyal and honest policy towards the 
Soviet people, had it accepted the Soviet proposals which 
were aimed at the maintenance of peace and the organisa- 
tion of collective security.” 

It points to the bankruptcy of incompetent generals. 
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witli their out-of-date ideas about -war, who ignored the 
achievements of modern miKtary technique, and the bank- 
ruptcy of the French General Staff, which obstinately 
sought to prove, despite common sense, that the present 
v/ar would only be positional. Responsibility for this it 
lays directly on Daladier, who was Minister of War for the 
greater part of eight years. 

‘"The French ruling class had right months in which to make 
up for lost time and to organise a real defence of their country. 
. . . During these eight months all that concerned the imperialist 
rulers of France, their actions based on their narrow class interests, 
was how best to maintain and consohdate their domination over 
the colonies They waged war not agamst the German Army, 
but against the working-class of their own country. They 
disorganised v/ar production by driving the most highly skilled 
workers out of munitions plants for the mere fact that they 
were Communi-ts or Gimmunist Party sympathisers The 
ruling class subjected the most steadfast and honest defenders 
of the people to fierce persecution, v/hile they handed out the 
highest posts in the army and State machine to those agents of 
German Irapenalism, the Cagoulards The ruling class, by 
pursumg their line of suppressing and wiping out most active 
sections of the nation, the Communists, the foremost fighters 
among the v/orlung people, undermined the morale of the people 
and the army, v/eakcned the defence of France, and doomed ft 
to military defeats.” 

In order to save France from catastrophe, states the 
declaration, it would be necessary urgently to adopt ex- 
tremely bold measures of political, social, economic, 
military, and organisational character, measures which 
v/ould mobilise all wealth, all resources, and all the means of 
the country for the defence of the people, measures that 
would set free the initiative of the 'masses of the people. 
It would be necessary m the first place to call a halt to the 
policy of repression against the masses of people and of 
hunting dov/n Communists, and to restore democratic 
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rjghts and liberties. At the same time, it would be neces- 
sary immediately to remove the Cagoulards from respon- 
sible posts and to deal ruthlessly with traitors, saboteurs, 
speculators, and all “Fifth Column” huehngs. 

Fmally, the French Communists addressed the French 
people m these words; 

"The ruhng class has brought our country to the brink of 
the precipice To-day, when German imperialism is puttmg 
into practice its plan of enslaving France, all that the French 
rulers are concerned with is to save their privileges, their capital, 
their class domination They are ready to sacrifice the independ- 
ence of our country to sacrifice the vital mteiests of our people. 
They are ready to come to terms with the conqueror, to use 
German bayonets behind which to shelter from the reckoning 
which an indignant people are prepanng for them The ruhng 
class and their 'Socialists’ are the real curse of the people. 
Theur regime is one of organised treachery towards our nation 
We Communists of France have always fought agamst capital- 
ism, agamst oppression by the ruling class, agamst the robbery 
and oppression of the colonial peoples 

"We have always fought against the robbei unpenahst 
pohcy of the French bourgeoisie towards other peoples, and parti- 
cularly towards the Gemian people With all the greater right, 
justification, and strength, will we fight agamst the enslavement 
of our people by foreign impenahsts 'ITie working-class, the 
people of France, will never be reconciled to foreign enslave- 
ment 

“As ever, under all conditions, so m present days of severe 
trials, horror, and boundless calamities, we Communists have 
been and remain with our people Their fate is our fate We 
profoundly believe in the strength and future of our people, in 
the future of France. Our people will not pensh Their will 
and their freedom-lovmg spirit are not to be shattered by the 
dark forces of traitors, exploiters, plunderers, and conquerors'” 

That is what some of the French people were feeling. 
A few weeks later Madame Genevieve Tabouis, writmg m 
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the Sunday Dtspafc/a, stated that the only resistance being 
offered m France was that of the Communist Party, and as 
late as the 20th December 1940, in the Daily Telegiapb, a 
similar statement was made: 

“Political sentiment m France is m a state of flux, the only 
party still existmg, chough illegally, bemg that of the Coin- 
mumsts, and over 1,000 of them were arrested last month They 
are distnbutmg anti-German tracts with a strong appeal to 
French patriodc sentiment.” 

What the French Ruling Class did 

What were the French mlmg class thmkmg, or at any 
rate, what were they proposmg to do? Havmg come to 
terms with Hitler, they now proposed to destroy uie French 
Republic and set up a non-democratic State on a patriarchal 
basis. One might call it a Fascist-patriarchal regime. Of 
this the mam agent was to be Laval. 

On the 2^rd June, Laval was appointed Vice-Premier 
and Minister of State, while the neo-Sociahst Marquet was 
also made a Minister of State, By the 1st July the French 
Government was at Vichy. On the 9th July, Laval ex- 
plamed the plan of the French ruhng class. Tlie following 
resolution was then carried by 225 votes to 1 in the Senate 
and 395 to 3 m the Chamber of Deputies, less than two- 
thirds of the Deputies being present 

"The National Assembly confers full power on the Govern- 
ment of the Repubhc under the signature and authority of 
Marshal Petam, wh a view to promulgatmg m one or several 
decrees the new Constitution of the French State That Consti- 
tution must safeguard the nghts of labour, the family, and the 
fatherland It will be ratified by the Assembhes created by it.” 

Next day, on the 10 th July, in the French National Assem- 
bly (the two houses voting together), the resolution was 
carried by 569 votes to 80. M Herriot, Speaker of the 
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Chamber of Deputies, explamed tliat this meant that Par- 
hament lost all its powers, that the Government was no 
longer responsible to Parhament, and that legislation would 
be carried on through two Chambers, one of which would 
be pohtical and one occupational. (The last was presum- 
ably mspired by Mussolim’s theories, and may have been 
thought to be acceptable to the Italian Government.) On 
the same day, orders were issued for the arrest of the various 
journalists who had fought agamst the “sell-out”, viz , 
Madame Genevieve Tabouis, Philippe Giraud (“Pertmax”), 
Emile Bure, and Henn de Kerilhs. On the next day 
Marshal Petam made a broadcast in which he attacked 
“international Sociahsm” and also "international capital- 
ism”, These sentiments had been frequently paralleled ui 
German Nazi propaganda. 

Petain as Constitution Builder 


On the 12 th July, Marshal Petam issued the follow- 
mg three constitutional Acts, By the first of these, 

Phihppe Petam, Marshal of France”, declared 
“that we assume the functions of Chief of the French State.” 

By the second of these Acts, he fixed the powers of 
the Chief of State, that is, of himself. Under this Act, he; 


Has full Governmental powers He appomts and dismisses 
listers and Secretanes of State, who are responable only to 
to He exercises legislauve power m Conned of Ministers until 
the formation of new Assemblies After their formation, in the 
event of tension from abroad or grave internal cnsis, he also 
exercises that power on his decision alone and in the 
maimer. In stoar circumstances he can take all measures of a 
budgetary or fisc^ nature He promulgates laws and ensures 
execution He makes appointments to all civdian and 
imutary posts which are not otherwise provided for by law He 
contmues to be m control of the army He has the nght of 
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amnesty. He negotiates and ratifies treaties He can declare 
a state of siege in one or several portions of the temtory." The 
only limitation is that “he cannot declare war without the pre- 
vtons assent of the Legislative Assembhes.” 

By the third of these three Acts, he decrees that: 

“A Senate and a Chamber of Deputies will remain in being 
until the Assembhes, provided for under the Constitutional Law 
of July 10, 1940, are formed”; and “The Senate and Chamber 
are adjourned untd further order. Henceforth tfaqr can meet 
only when convened by the Chief of State ” 

On the same day, the I2th July 1540, the Cabinet 
handed its collective resignation to Marshal Petain, the per- 
sonnel of the new Cabinet being announced on the 14th 
July, a tragic date in view of its earlier associations. It 
comprised four non-Parhamentarians, MM, Ahbert^ 
Baudoum, Bouthilher, and Caziot; four members of the 
armed forces, General Weygand, General Colson, Admiral 
Darlan, and General Pujo; three Senators, Mhl. Laval, 
Murcaux, and Lemeiy; and three Deputies, hlM. hlarquet, 
Ybarnegaray, and Pietri. 

Marshal Petain appointed twelve Governors of Pro- 
vmces to take the place of Prefects of Departments as a 
step to the restoraaon of the system of the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centun' Monarchy of France. The 14th July, 
the anniversary of tlie French Revolution, was observed 
as a “day of meditation”. 

On the 25th July, by a Cabinet decree, a supreme 
court was set up at Riom “to seek out and try all persons 
having committed crimes or offences or who filed in their 
duty in acts concerning the transition from a state of peace 
to a state of war.” Of its seven members, more than one 
had pro-Fa^dst s)'mpathies; M. Watteau, for example, had 
been associated with the Cagoulards. Those to be brought 
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before the Court included, to start with, Daladier and 
three of his ministers (Delbos, Mandel, and Campmchi). 
A further batch to be tried included es-Ministers Pierre 
Cot, La Charabre, Leon Blum, and also General Gamelin. 

On the 5th August the Nazi model was further 
followed by a decree proscnbmg freemasonry and other 
secret soaeties (many of the Radicals, notably Chautemps, 
Sarraut, Delbos, and Cot, were Freemasons), while on Ae 
2nd August, General de GauUe was sentenced to death for 
treason and desertion to a foreign country. 

On the 9th August it was announced that the C.G T. 
would henceforth abandon "ideological struggles” and 
would be merged with the employers’ orgamsations in a 
“French Community of Labour”. Meantime, on the 16th 
July, M. Rene Behn, formerly Assistant General Secretary 
of the C.G.T., was made Mimster for Industrial Production 
and Labour, on the ground that his appomtment would 
secure the co-operation of the French trade unions with 
the Petam Government (It may be remembered Aat in 
193 j Leipart, the head of the German trade umons and a 
fierce “anti-Red”, similarly offered to put the German trade 
umons at the disposal of Ehtler.) 

Decrees continued to pour forth agamst Jews, agamst 
Freemasons, agamst everything the Nazis are agamst, and 
for everythmg which recalls die French despotism of the 
seventeenth and eighteenth centunes. People began to 
reckon Marshal Petam as bemg not 84 but 284 years old 

• attempt to keep pace 

witfi the still uncompleted shifts and changes of this tragic 
regime of a ruhng class whose hatred of its own people and 
Its workers drove it first to the “sell-out” and then to the 
exmtant destruction of the Repubhc, of democracy and 
ttade unionism,^ and of the whole hentage of the Great 
French Revolution History looks with contempt on this 
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bunch of reactionanes, who have been well described as 
“taskmasters m whose eyes the yoke of slavery takes on the 
form of a triumphal arch” 



CHAPTER X 


the future 

Realtttes of the present position — Horrors of a dictated peace~- 
The Sonalist solution 

What IS the future of France, of the French people? 
The part which the present rulers of Vichy-France may 
yet play or attempt to make their people play, m the war is 
naturally of great interest to all of us, and is not easy to 
foresee, but tlie more fundamental question as to what 
will become of the French people must be answered not by 
considerations of present-day foreign pohcy or external 
pressure, but through the clash of mternal forces which 
grow ever more important m the shaping of history. 

The future is uncertam, and no one, however great 
may be his knowledge of the people of France, or of the 
happemngs of the last five or ten or twenty years m France, 
would claim to forecast it with confidence Nevertheless, 
if one grasps the fundamental economic and soaal forces 
which have brought about the present situation — ^forces 
whose mterplay has been studied m the chapters of this 
book — one can form a far more confident estimate of the 
future than would at first sight seem possible. 

To this end, three questions must be faced and 
answered: 

What are the reahties of the present position? 

What would be the fats of France if the present eco- 
nomic structure of Europe persisted^ 

What Will become of that structure? 

13 
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The realities of the present position will quickly be 
understood if we bear m mind the background against 
which the tragedy is being played. At this stage of our 
history, wars between nations are in the view of such ruling 
classes as that of France — and indeed in real truth — ^less 
vital and less important, in spite of their barbaric horror, 
than the conflicts between classes; the horizontal boundaries 
between classes are deeper and greater than the vertical 
boundaries between states. Those who sacrifice the 
national interests m conflicts with external enemies to the 
mterests of their own class m its conflict with the workmg- 
class m their own country — the ordinary name for them 
is traitor — are thus more numerous and more influential 
than they were a century or two ago, when international 
conflicts appeared far more real than internal conflicts. 
The Quislmg or the Franco, without necessarily becoming 
attractive to any but their exact counterparts in other 
countries, are at any rate far more easily understood; and 
espionage and “Fifth Column” work is rendered easier than 
at almost any previous period of history. (Even Ribben- 
trop had found many helpful friends in Britam.) 

The Rulers Fear the People 

It is equally part of the background that, however 
secure and powerful any ruling class may appear to be, it is 
m truth governed m all its actions, external as well as inter- 
nal, by Its fear of the mass of the people, by its desire to 
keep them m subjection, and by its anxious estimation of 
how much they vuU “stand”. Many illustrations could be 
given in support of this assertion; perhaps the most apposite 
IS the pretty clearly estabhshed fact that the particular 
composition of the Vichy Government, and the constitu- 
tion which has been laid down for it, were plainly selected 
by the ruling classes of France and of Germany as those 
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best adapted to hold the French people down. It is equally 
clear that tlie hesitation shown for a time by the Germans 
to drive Vichy France as hard or as far as superficial obser- 
vers might have expected them to do are due not to any 
attitude of the Vichy Government, but simply to the need 
to avoid provokmg the French people to resistance. A 
very remarkable illustration of this came on the occasion 
of a great workmg-class demonstiation held in Pans 
scarcely six months after the capitulation. It was the 
anmversary of the death of the Communist leader, Paul 
VaiUant-Couturier, poet and editor of VHiiimmte, who 
died m 1937 and was buried m Pere Lachaise cemetery. 
For four whole days columns of worlong men and women 
marched to the cemetery, where there stands the famous 
memorial to the martyrs of the Paris Commune, le Mur 
des Federes; they evmced such disaphne and came m such 
vast numbers that the pohce gave up any attempt to stop 
them Wreaths steadily mounted on the grave of the 
Commumst leader, as the slow processions wound through 
the cemetery. Over half a milhon Parisians demonstrated 
in this way their workmg-class sohdanty and their resolute 
hopes for the future. 

If that is the reahty of the present situation, the next 
question is, what would be the fate of the French people 
if the present structure of Europe persisted> The answer 
surriy is that any state that emerged from this struggle 
with a ^itary viCTory— or with sufBcient military victory 
to enable it to dictate for the time the fate of Ae French 
people— and sought to mamtain the existing capitalist 
^cture would be driven to impose terms of great severity. 
The question assumes a survival of capitalist structure and 
consequendy of a ruhng class substantially of die kind 
now available; and m the stress and distress of an after-war 
period under such arcumstances, with all the problems of 
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production, poverty, and unemployment, which were seen 
to be msoluble even before the war, multiplied a thousand- 
fold by the war, any rulmg class that had the power to 
dictate terms would be driven to such policies as the reduc- 
tion of the defeated countnes to semi-colonial status as 
producers of primary materials — a course mdeed already 
clearly enunciated by the Nazis, and accepted m advance 
by the men of Vichy, with liieir expressions of longing for 
a return to “peasant France”. 

A Socialist Future 

If that pomt be grasped in its turn, it becomes rela- 
tively easy to answer the third question, what will become 
of this capitahst structure? and with it to answer the main 
question, what is the future of the French people? It is 
surely clear that the prospect, for the great mass of the 
people, of defeat and the imposition of peace terms based 
on that defeat, within a capitahst framework is one of such 
horror that no working-class widi any capacity for resistance 
— let alone a working-class with the history, the traditions, 
and the unconquerable spirit of the French — ^would submit 
to It for long. In other words, if the major belhgerent 
countries do not pass over to a genuine Soaahst economy 
before the time comes for the dictation of any peace terms, 
they will do so very soon after; for the appallmg effect on 
standards of living which any dictated peace under Capital- 
ism IS bound to have, the prospect of a further series of 
economic crises and major wars which will stretch before 
the masses, and the mcreasmgly obvious advantages to be 
derived from a Socialist economy under which the only 
check on the continuous improvements of general standards 
will be provided by the physical limits — themselves cons- 
tantly recedmg — of productive capacity, will be quite 
certain to drive any but the most supme people to throw 
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off both their home and their foreign oppressors, and to re- 
estabhsh the Kepubhc ■with a new, revolutionary basis 
upon which can be built the Sociahst State. 

It is accordingly right to assert with conffdence that 
the future, the near future, of the French people will be 
the estabh^ment of the Sociahst State through the strength 
and courage of the French working-class, at the head of 
the people of France. Doubt and uncertainty must he 
confined to the question exactly when and how they 
achieve this, and whether the other European peoples will 
accompany, or precede, or follow them. 



CHAPTER 31 


LESSONS OF THE TRAGEDY 

"I# can’t happen here” — The Left Wtng ptsfiped — Fasasm pre- 
sented as democracy. 

There are a number of lessons which we m Britain can 
draw from the tragic events of France. 

The first and simplest, of course, is that we must be 
on our guard lest at some stage some section of our ruling 
class proceed to deal with our desanies like the ruling class 
of France dealt with those of the French people. “It can’t 
happen here!” is the most dangerous phrase of tlie time, 
ranking high m the catalogue of “famous last words”; 
whilst it may seem incredible to most people in Britain that 
anything of the sort could happen here, it must be remem- 
bered that to nearly everyone in Britam and to vast num- 
bers in France, as late as May 1940 it seemed incredible 
that anything of the sort could happen there, and it is idle 
to assume that the differences between the two countnes 
falsif}' the comparison Fundamentally, the class struc- 
ture and problems of both countnes are the same, differing 
only in degree of acuteness; and the crises of the last thirty- 
five years, world-wide m their scope, have struck both 
countries witlt but httle difference in tempo or urgenc}'. 
If It has in recent times appeared that France is more sick 
than Britam, it is not safe to assume that one patient will 
die whilst the other survives If we do not have the most 
skilled treatment — ^and, above all, correct diagnosis — ^the 
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only ultimate dijBference may be that the second patient 
will die more slowly but not less pamfully than the other 

Suppression of CRiriasM 

There are other lessons, too, to be drawn, of almost as 
great importance, if less wide m scope. Whilst our Govern- 
ment and various ofEaal and semi-ofScial bodies are grow- 
mg daily moie autocratic and impatient of cnticism, the 
French debacle provides a vivid demonstration — if we will 
only look at it — of the dangers of the wholesale suppres- 
sion of criticism and opposition. Breakmg up pohtical 
parties, trade umons, and mumcipalities, suppressmg news- 
papers and censonng wholesale Ae expression of opmion, 
purgmg Parliament of opposition, are not merely theore- 
tical or techmcal offences agamst mce old-fashioned Liberal 
doctrmes, they are the greatest possible evils in the State. 
In a modern pohtical democracy, free and mformed critic- 
ism IS essential to efSaency m government, and the elimina- 
tion of parhamentary opposition means that governments 
Aat ought to be turned out for mefiSciency — or for worse 
defects — are kept in oflice for want of immediately avail- 
able alternatives It is not merely a complete illusion to 
imagme that a government immune from criticism can 
function more effiaently, it is the quintessence of Fasasm 
to proclaun that it can do so, or that it is m any way 
entitled to such immumty. 

Moreover, censorship of opinion — ^indeed, censorship 
of anything except information which can honestly be said 
to be of advantage to the enemy — does far more than put 
a premium on inefficiency It masks and encourages 
corruption and treason, and there can be no doubt that 
sections of the ruhng class m France used it consciously and 
dehberately to facilitate the development of their whole 
Fascist conspiracy, which led to the external and internal 



200 THE FALL OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC 

collapse and capitulation. The people could not fight the 
conspiracy because they did not even know what was 
afoot. 

To deprive the woikmg-class of substantially all the 
weapons and organisations that it has built up to resist the 
oppression of the lulmg class, and to instal the latter in 
virtually uncontiolled power, is thus equivalent not to 
strengthening tlie national efioit but actually to encom- 
passing the temporary rum of the State and of tlie nation. 

In this field, at any rate, no one will venture to say 
that "it can’t happen here”. The parallels are closer than 
IS realised. Tlie Fiench suppressed the opposition news- 
papers, so did the Bntish, after a t u ne. The Fiench m- 
terned not meiely foieigners but their own nationals, 
without trial, appeal, or redress, at the mere will of the 
Government; so do die British, imder the notorious Regu- 
lation 18b. The French abohshed tlie right to strike and 
introduced industrial conscription; so did the Bntish, and 
that without conscnbmg wealth or interfering with private 
ownership or profiteermg, although one promment trade 
umon leader, m February 1940, wrote of "the bankers and 
finanaers . . . immediately we are at war . . . leadmg an 
attack on the workmg-classes with a view to workmg up 
a situation which will depress the standard of livmg and 
create a psychology favourable to some form of compul- 
sion. Tliey will not rest”, he added, “untd they have 
carried out this pohcy and mduced Parliament to mtrodtice 
some form of conscription of labour.” 

The Left Wing Justified 

There is another lesson that is not unimportant, 
namely, the complete lack of justification for the attacks 


*Mr Ernest Bcvin, m T d G W Record, February 1^40 
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on the Left Wing, and particnilarly on the Communists, as 
unpatriotic or dangerous elements This form of givmg a 
dog a bad name is, of course, a very old trick of reactionary 
governments, and it is never easier to play dian when tije 
pubhc is m a mood to panic and there is no opposition Press 
left to carry the refutation of the libel. It has been prac- 
tised at every stage of modern history, the derogatory label 
has been applied to every progressive element in turn, 
Radical, Liberal, Labour, and now Communist. It is, 
moreover, already the standard weapon of Fascist advance. 
It starts by makmg a target of Commumsm, and as it 
succeeds it widens its attack to embrace all the Left and 
finally the whole Labour movement. No one should be 
deceived by it; but someone always is. And m the French 
proceedings we get at once an extreme example of the 
practice of this craft and a clear demonstration of its 
falsity. The Communists were called every name imagin- 
able, although their suppression in the event of war had 
been settled m advance so defimtely that — as has already 
been mentioned — ^it was communicated to the German 
ambassador in the summer of 1939, long before the Soviet- 
German pact — this pact was made an excuse for attacking 
them, and they were called pro-Hitler, pro-Nazi, anti- 
French, unpatriotic, subversive. Events have proved tliat 
every accusation levelled against them by the rming class — 
With the exception of the "charge” of bemg friendly with 
die Socialist state of the U S S R — ^was mtegrally applic- 
able not to them but to their main critics, the core of that 
very rulmg class, and that the only genuine opposition to 
the real eneimes of Fiance, the Fascists bf whatever variety 
or origm, was to be found in the ranks of the Left. It is 
to be hoped that similar refutation of the slanders on the 
Left Wmg in Britam will come in less tragic and terrible 
guise. 
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False Defence of “Democracy” 

In this connexion, a lesson may also be learnt by all 
but the unteachable of the danger and futility of defend- 
ing as “truly democratic”, and thus greatly encouraging, 
conduct which is plainly reactionary oppression. At 
various stages in the sad progress of the French Govern- 
ment from one Fasdst outrage to another, “pseudo-Left” 
writers in this country — more sinister than Left — suffering 
from an mcurable incapacity to believe that anything done 
by any Communist could ever be right, and from an odd 
capacity to think well of even the most ruthless of reac- 
tionaries, stoutly defended as truly democratic the whole 
behaviour of the French Government. Now that it has 
been demonstrated to the world that this behaviour was 
in fact part of a logical and consistent transition to Fasdsm, 
it may be hoped — against experience — ^that these writers 
Will hesitate before praising and encouraging as democratic 
the many pre-Fascist activities of the British Government. 

It may be useful to examine one or two of these 
writings, to see how far they go, and how tragically un- 
sound they appear in the light of subsequent events. By 
no means the worst example is the Fabian pamphlet. Is 
France Still a Democtacy? written in April 1940. In the 
Introduction to this pamphlet the author says; 

“It has been asked, and is sull being asked by large sections 
of Liberal and Labour opinion, whether France is in danger of 
becoming a totalitarian state, whether the extensive powers 
granted to the Government have not led to an abuse of executive 
power which malies the call to fight for democracy sound like 
an empty phrase. M. Daladier was accused of governing auto- 
cratically, of reducing the French Parliament to impotence. 
The decrees by which ^e conditions of Labour have been radically 
altered since the outbreak of war constitute, it has been claimed, 
a dehberate attack on the workers’ standard of hvmg and on 
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tke soaal achievements o£ 1936. The dissolution o£ the Com- 
munist party and its subsidiary bodies has been seen as a prelude 
to Fascism m France And the censorship, it has been urged, is 
ibemg used by the authorities not merely to prevent the dis- 
closure of military secrets, but also to curb that expression of 
opinion, of criticism, of comment on pubhc affaurs, which should 
be the right of the democratic atizen In the same way, the 
accusations of ill-treatment of enemy ahens and of Spamsh 
refugees m the camps of Southern France, accusations which 
have ongmated m extreme Left-Wmg arcles in this country, 
have given rise to genume misgivmgs among people of many 
shades of pohncal opmion ” 

One would have thought that the answers to all the 
questions and claims mentioned m that Introduction would 
have been that the allegations of the Communists and of 
the Left Wmg were correct, and that even those who could 
not see this m April would have seen it m May, or at any 
rate m Jtme But the writer of this pamphlet not merely 
demed these allegations m April 1940, and asserted that 
France was still a democracy, but he found himself able to 
wnte m October 1940 that he had “nothmg to retract”. 

M. Blum Speaks 

A more strikmg illustration came as late as the IJth 
May 1940, a few short weeks before the collapse of France, 
the establishment of a Fascist state, and the imprisonment 
by that state of M Blum — at a tune m short when all 
with any mside information might have been expected to 
know that the French rulmg dass were on the point of 
selhng out, were, mdeed, not merely corrupt and ineffi- 
cient, but either traitorous or bhnded by savage hatred of 
the workmg-class. On that day M. Blum addressed the 
Labour Party Conference at Bournemouth. His speech 
had a mixed reception, on the whole favourable He 
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paraded m very fine oratory all the phrases which would 
have been appropriate ii his country had not been ruled 
by a gang of Fascists who were preparing to sell out, and 
if the real enemies had been the Left Wmg rather than the 
reactionaries which he was supportmg. “Our peoples are 
umted. . . . “We shall win, . . . "We are at war to save liberty,” 
he said. He demed the “ridiculous rumours” that “France 
has ceased to be a democracy, that she has become a military 
tyranny, a totalitarian regime”. To this end, he indulged 
in the most extravagant attacks on the Communists; 
among other things, they had no right to represent in die 
French parliament the constituents who had elected them, 
because they represented Stalm; they would tell Stalin 
everything, and then he would tell Hitler (as if there was 
anything Hitler wanted to know that he could not get 
first hand fiom his agents in the French ruhng class). He 
could find no diiference, he said, between the propaganda 
of the Nazis and that of the Communists; it had not appa- 
rently occurred to him that, whilst the politicians he sup- 
ported had by now become mere Nazi agents, the Com- 
munists he hated and reviled were anti-Nazi. He wound 
up, pathetically enough, by assertmg that “because we are 
free, we have this great advantage over Hitler: "We can 
meet and we can survive reverses and defeats.” 

When one studies these examples of what one hopes is 
no more than blindness, one is driven to wonder what was 
the attitude of the British Government at tlie time. It 
must have known, through all those tragic months, of the 
behaviour of the French Government m crushmg all oppo- 
sition and criticism m this fatal fashion. It was in constant 
communication with the French; and it had had years of 
practice in advising, suggestmg, cajolmg, pressing. Did it 
never give any hint that such a policy was fatal? There 
IS no evidence that it did. Or was it perhaps merely a little 
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envious? And correspondingly grateful to the British 
Labour Party, which eased the way for similar behaviour 
in this countty by defending this sabotage as “democratic”? 

Let us at any rate reahse that, if we are to mamtam 
our morale and our will to resist, we cannot allow the more 
reactionary sections of our rulmg class to control pubhc 
opmion. There is need of mcessant vigilance, of shrewd 
judgment, and of implacable resistance to every encroach- 
ment on freedom of criticism, if we are to avoid the fate 
which has temporarily overcome the great people of France. 





